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Current Topics. 


Tue NEw Rules of the Supreme Court, which were issued in 
draft in December last, have now been published. They relate 
to the list of funds in which cash under the control of the court 
can be invested, to appeals under the Midwives Act, 1902, and 
to one of the items in the scale of costs given in Appendix N 
to the rules. The first rule includes in the list of eligible 
securities the debenture, preference, guaranteed, or rent- 
charge stocks of railways in Great Britain or Ireland guaran- 
teed by railway companies owning railways in these countries 
which have for ten years before the date of investment paid a 
dividend on ordinary stock or shares. Similar securities of such 
last-mentioned railways are already included in the list. The 
second rule prescribes the procedure upon an appeal under 
section 4 of the Midwives Act of a midwife whose name has 
been removed from the roll by the Oentral Midwives’ Board 
for disobedience to the rules of the board or other misconduct. 
The appeal is to be by eight days’ notice of motion 
to the Divisional Court upon affidavit, or, if the court so 
directs on the hearing of the motion, by oral evidence, The 
third of the new rules deals with the scale allowance for print- 
ing pleadings, &c. (item 106), and the copy we have before us 
indicates the continuance of the doubt to which we referred in 
mentioning the draft rules (ante, p. 93)—namely, whether the 
folio charge is to be increased from 1s. to 1s. 6d. or only to 
1s, 3d.—but it seems, from a correction made in the printed copy, 
that the lower sum is to prevail. 





We ake informed that a solicitor has for many years 
ractised successfully as an advocate in the local courts of 
cashire, though he is totally blind. There is of course a 
long list of persons who have achieved distinction in spite of their 
blindness. Prescorr, the American historian, and Professor 
Fawortt are modern instances. But we have heard of few 
cases where a practitioner in a law court was able to continue 
his labours r losing his sight. Blindness is, of course, a 
serious obstacle in the ordinary business of an office, but it is 
much more serious in a public court, where it is necessary to 
examine witnesses and to hastily refer to documents and papers. 
The fact that such difficulties may be overcome by persistent 





courage and industry should encourage those who are apt to 
dwell too much upon the difficulties of the legal profession. 
II 
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Ir 1s to be hoped that the severe strictures of Judge Epc: on 
the prevalence of perjury may lead to the reintroduction of a 
Government Perjury Bill in the ensuing session of Parliament. 
Perjury is one of the few crimes not dealt with in the Criminal 
Law Consolidation Act, 1861, and the statute which déals with 
it is now more than 170 years old. Amendments of substance as 
well as of form may well be introduced, and it is well worth con- 
sideration whether a minimum term of imprisonment may not be 
imposed. Perhaps also it might be well to promulgate a statu- 
tory form of subpoena, which (as recommended in Best on Evi- 
dence (9th ed.), at p. 155) might have printed upon it a statement 
of the punishment of perjury. It might well be considered also 
whether, as recommended by the late Mr. Justice Mzttor, who 
was “profoundly convinced by a long judicial experience of the 
general worthlessness of oaths,” it may not be desirable to 
abolish judicial oaths altogether and to substitute solemn 
declarations for them in every case. 





Tue construction of section 1 of the Poor Prisoners’ Defence 
Act, 1903, has given rise to a somewhat singular question. 
By paragraph (4) of this section the chairman of a court 
of quarter sessions, at any time after reading the depositions, 
may certify that the prisoner ought to have legal aid in 
the preparation and conduct of his defence, and thereupon 
the prisoner shall be entitled to have solicitor and counsel 
assigned to him; and the expenses of the defence, including 
the cost of a copy of the depositions, the fees of solicitor 
and counsel, &c., shall be allowed and paid in the same 
manner as the expenses of a prosecution in cases of indictment 
for felony. At the trial of a case at quarter sessions counsel was 
assigned to a prisoner by the chairman, who, however, omitted 
to assign a solicitor. The case was conducted by the barrister, 
but, upon application for the expenses of the defence, it was 
objected that the conditions which gave a right to them had not 
been complied with, inasmuch as no solicitor had been appointed. 
There is no doubt that the section contemplates the appointment 
of a solicitor, and we do not know why a svlicitor was not em- 
ployed in the particular case, but assuming that it was a mere 
oversight on the part of the chairman, we cannot see why the fee 
of the counsel did not come under the description ‘“ expenses of 
the defence.” 





In THE REPORT of the hearing of a case in the Kingston 
County Court we read that the question was whether a coat and 
skirt supplied to a lady fitted her properly, and that the judge 
observed that it was absurd for him to try the question, for how 
was he to know whether the dress fitted? The case was ulti- 
mately referred to a well-known West End firm for arbitration. 
Wé believe that one of the metropolitan county court judges 
enters upon the consideration of such questions without the least 
hesitation, and we cannot see that they involve more difficulty 
than many other questions o! fact. When the late Sir Epwin 
LanpsEER defended an action brought against him by a West 
End tailor, and contended that the coat supplied to him was a 
misfit, he was invited to put it on and to exhibit it to the jury, and 
having done so, he obtained a verdict in his favour. But such 
cases Often present a ludicrous aspect, and we are not surprised 
that the parties concerned, and even the judge, are glad to be 
rid of them. If, as has often been suggested, sume official 
expert were attached to the court to deal with questions of fact 
requiring special knowledge, there are many cases which he 
could hear in comparative privacy with advantage to all the 
parties concerned and without the unnecessary expense of a 
particular reference. 





Tue Report of the Select Committee on the Ventilation of 
the House of Commons (1903) may be consulted with advantage | 
by“all who are interested in the ventilation of our law courts 
—a ‘question which has recently, during the trial of Mr. 
Wuiraker Wnricut, come painfully before the practitioners 
engaged in the case. In the buildings of the Houses of 
Parlianient a number of artificial contrivances have from 
time to time been adopted, and a considerable expense has 
been inctrred. It appeats from the report that the fans 









in a satisfactory manner, and that there are numeny 
complaints as to the draughts caused by these fans in { 
divisional lobbies and in the committee rooms. In additiq 
to these draughts, it is said that there is an unequal distributig 
of air; a strong blast being felt in one part .of the room, whih 
the air is stagnant in the other part. There appear also to h 
objections to the quality of the air introduced by this mechay, 
cal ventilation; for those who sit in rooms where it preva 
complain of lassitude and a feeling of weariness. One of thy 
conclusions of the report is that exits for the air should be provida 
near the ceiling, and that low ventilation near the floor should 
avoided. The important recommendation is, however, that whey 
it is possible, filtered or pumped air should be superseded by frog 
air allowed to enter the building by windows or apertures, anj 
it is pointed out that the Metropolitan Asylums Board does ng 
employ mechanical ventilation. The subject is an exceedj 
difficult one. We areentirely in favour of exits near the ceilj 
instead of low ventilation. But the opposition to open window 
by those in their immediate neighbourhood is of the most deter. 
mined character. We have heard many complaints of th 
draughts produced by the artificial ventilation in Court of Appeal 
No. 1, but we are disposed to think that some machinery for the 
purpose of creating a current is necessary when the court is 
unusually crowded and the air out of doors close and heavy, 
Some of our readers who have stood in a dense crowd at a public 
meeting in the open air may have been struck by the heat ani 
closeness of the atmosphere. The problem can only be solval 
by constant experiment, and in the meantime we should not be 
sorry to see some steps taken to maintain some check to the 
number of visitors admitted to the different Divisions of the High 
Court of Justice. 












































































WE print elsewhere a letter from correspondents which raise 
an important question as to the obtaining of a surveyor’s report 
when trustees are lending money upon mortgage. The pn. 
vision of section 8 of the Trustee Act, 1893, is that a truste 
lending money shall not be chargeable with breach of trust by 
reasun only of the proportion of the amount of the loan to the 
value of the property at the time of the advance, provided that 
the trustee in makjng the loan was acting “upon a report 
as to the value of the property made by a person whom 
he reasonably believed to be an able practical surveyor or 
valuer instructed and employed independently of any owneroi 
the property.” This enactment replaces section 4 (1) of the 
Trustee Act, 1888, which, in turn, was declaratory of the law o 
this subject as it had been laid down by courts of equity (se, 
for example, Fry v. Tapson, 28 Ch. D. 268); and its importance 
lies, not only in the fact that the trustees obtain an independent 
report as to the value of the property, but also that, 
by themselves employing the valuer, they have 4 
remedy against him in the event of his making a negligent 
report. It was held, indeed, by Currry, J., in Cann v. Wilom 
(39 Ch. D 39), that, even where the valuer was employed by 
the mortgagor, yet if he knew that the valuation was to be 
made for tle purpose of an advance, he came under 4 
duty to the intending lenders, and would be liable for 
negligence in the discharge of this duty. But this case was 
overruled in Le Lievre v. Gould (1893, 1 Q. B. 491), and it seems 
to be now settled that, for the mortgagees to have a remedy 
against the valuer, he must have been employed by them. This, 
of course, will be the case if the provision of the T'rustee Act, 
1893, is observed, but our correspondents suggest that there are 
surveyors who attempt to avoid liability by registering their 
firms under the Companies Acts as companies with limited 
liability, and then giving a valuation in the name of the com 
pany. We must confess to experiencing some difficulty 
seeing how a report professing to be by a company cal 
be a report by a person whom the trustee reasonably believes 
to be ‘‘an able practical surveyor or valuer” within the 
meaning of the Trustee Act. It may be said that the trustee 
accepts the report, not as the report of the company, but 
as the report of a known agent of the company, 
that, though the agent is not directly employed by th 
trustee, yet he is Wes ae independently of any owner 
the property.” But while the case might thus possibly be 





for propelling air into the House do not perform their work 





brought within the Trustee Act, a trustee who employed a company, 
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apd not a professional valuer, would place himself in a hazardous 

ition, and it is not a course which ought to be adopted. He 
should insist on employing the valuer personally, and not his 
company, and then he will at once be safe under the Trustee 
Act, and will obtain for the benefit of the trust a remedy against 
the valuer for any negligence of which the latter may be guilty. 








Tue Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act has been subjected to much 
criticism during the last fortnight by recorders, chairmen of 
uarter sessions, and magistrates. 
avery untimely character, and is, to say the least of it, prema- 
ture. Most of the gentlemen who have adversely dealt with the 
Act seem to quite ignore the fact that the Act, although nomin- 
ally in force since the Ist of January, cannot be said to be 
The success or otherwise of 
the Act largely depends on the rules which have yet to 
be made for carrying the Act into effect. 
that these rules are to be made in the same manner, and subject 
to the same conditions, as rules under the Prosecution of Offences 
By this last-mentioned Act it is provided that the 
Attorney-General, with the approval of the Lord Chancellor 
and Secretary of State, may from time to time make, and when 
made rescind, vary, and add to, regulations for carrying the 
Act into effect; also that the draft of all such regulations 
proposed shall be laid before both Houses of Parliament, 
approved until 
before each House for not less than forty days. 
obvious that the Act cannot practically be made use of 
It seems, therefore, to be manifestly unjust to 
condemn the Act in its incomplete form and before anyone 
knows for certain how it is to be made complete. 
remarks of some gentlemen that prisoners do not require to be 
defended by counsel at all, that is an old cry which has been 
dealt with over and over again during the last few years. 
notice that the Recorder of London (that most experienced judge) 
does not go so far as this, though he does apparently think 
services of a solicitor might be 
dispensed with, and the depositions, together with a small 
He seemed to agree with the 
opinion of the late Mr. Monracu Wittams that, in the 
majority of cases, the only brief counsel requires for the 
defence is a copy of the depositions. 
upon another matter, which is the difficulty of ascertaining 
the means of a prisoner who craves the benefit of the 
In an application made 
was proved that the prisoner had handed a solicitor ten 
guineas to defend him when before the magistrates, but that 
sum had been exhausted in the preliminary proceedings. 
was also shewn that he kept a shop of which the rent was £124 
In such circumstances it is not 
surprising that the Recorder refused to afford the applicant 
assistance at the public expense. 
out at the huge expense to the public which may be caused by 
defences. But surely all these are matters to be provided for by 
No doubt the sums allowed by the rules will be very 
small, and expenditure will be very strictly safeguarded. 
short, in our opinion, it is only due to the Act, in common 
fairness, to reserve criticism until we really know what we are 
criticizing, and to give the Act a real trial before it is condemned. 


Much of this criticism is of 


practically in operation yet. 
It is provided 


that in many cases the 


fee, handed direct to counsel. 
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‘a year, and took in lodgers. 


Some magistrates have cried 


Wiru REGARD to the observation of the Recorder of the City of 
London above referred to, that he was afraid that a great part 
of his time would in future be taken up in inquiring whether 
prisoners were poor men, and that their means were insufficient 
to enable them to obtain legal aid, a learned correspondent 
points out that the rules to be made for carrying the Act into 
effect will probably direct a preliminary inquiry which will save 
the time of the presiding judge. In Scotland, where there has 
been for centuries a law to provide legal aid for poor litigants, 
the poverty of the litigant has to be certified in a manner pre- 
And we may add that it is not likely that the judge 
would often have to inquire into the circumstances of the 
prisoner, for unless it appears that it is desirable in the in- 
terests of justice that he should have le, 





gal aid, the Act has no 





Tue oases of Zhe North American Land, §c., Co. v. Watkins 
(ante, p. 100), recently decided by Kexewion, J., forms an 
interesting example of the manner in which a person who is 
prima facie only an agent may become, by the receipt of money, 
an express trustee for his principal, so that he cannot claim the 
benefit of the Statute of Vimitetions if he has retained the 
money. Of course, if he has not retained the money, he is 
entitled to the protection of séction 8 of the Trustee Act of 1888. 
That the relationship of principal and agent, although fiduciary 
in its nature, does not in general involve an express trust appears 
from Friend v. Young (1897, 2 Ch. 421), though the leading case 
of Burdick v. Garrick (L. R. 5 Ch. 233) is a clear authority that, 
without the specific creation of any trust, money may be so 
deposited with an agent for a definite purpose as to involve him 
in the liabilities of an express trustee. In that case an 
agent, who was a solicitor in London, held a power of 
attorney from his principal in America to sell property and to 
invest the proceeds in the principal’s name. The agent received 
moneys under the power and paid them into his firm’s banking 
account. It was held that these moneys were received by the 
agent in trust for the principal, and he could not plead the 
statute as a bar to a suit for an account. “In the present case,” 
said Lord Harnertey, C., ‘‘ we have an agent who is iatrusted 
with those funds, not for the purpose of being remitted when 
received to the principal, but for the purpose of being employed 
in a particular manner in the purchase of land or stock; and 
which moneys the factor or agent is bound to keep totally 
distinct and separate from his own money; and in no way 
whatever to deal with or make use of them.” Such an 
agent, he considered, was in an ordinary fiduciary position, 
and was not affected by the Statute of Limitations. In 
the present case of The North American Land, &c., Co. v. 
Watkins the plaintiff company had been formed in 1882 for the 
purpose of acquiring land in the United States. Large sums of 
money were sent to the defendant to be used for this purpose, 
but the specific lands originally contemplated could not be 
bought. Subsequently, the defendant used the moneys for the 
purchase of rice land in Louisiana, but he professed to have 
bought the lands on his own account, and he resold them to the 
company at a profit. The result appears to have been that part 
of the money supplied to him remained in his hands unaccounted 
for. This was not discovered till 1901, and then the action was 
brought. The defendant claimed that he was a mere agent and 
not liable to account in a fiduciary capacity. The company, on 
the other hand, claimed that the circumstances of his receipt of 
the money made him an express trustee, although the purpose for 
which it had been in the first instance supplied had failed. The 
latter view, which seems to be in accordance with the principle 
of Burdick v. Garrick (supra), was adopted by Kexewicu, J., with 
the result that the defendant was held liable to account 


notwithstanding the lapse of time. 


SrevERAL LErrers have recently appeared in the newspapers 
drawing attention to what the writers consider the unsatisfactory 
state of the law respecting ancient rights of light and air. The 
law of which they complain is no doubt the right of the owner 
or tenant of a building to obtain an injunction against a sub- 
stantial interference with its ancient lights. One of the writers 
‘suggests that the erection of a lofty building, involving a capital 
expenditure of one or two hundred thousand pounds, which will 
provide employment for hundredsof workpeople, enrich the rateable 
value of the district, and be an architectural ornament to the 
thoroughfare, can be stopped by any small tenement whose light 
or air is, even to an infivitesimal degree, likely to be interfered 
with. This last observation is obviously inaccurate, for, as we 
have already stated, the interference with light which calls for 
the interference of the law must be of a substantial character. 
But the writer goes on to assert that the law is a deterrent to the 
capitalist by preventing the natural expansion which his enterprize 
requires,and by encouraging an iniquitous system of ‘‘ blackmail.” 
The remedy proposed by him is to create a tribunal with the 
power to assess damages, and at the same time to abolish the right 
which at the present time exists of absolutely stopping improve- 
ments on the ground of “an interference, generally exaggerated, 
with ancient lights.” We are not ourselves wholly satisfied 
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with the law which now regulates the building of houses in 
streets and thoroughfares, but the foregoing criticism is little 
more than an outcry against the laws for the protection of 
private property. The works referred to by the writers are in 
pursuance of some private speculation, and it is an ancient and 
fundamental maxim of common right, to be found in Magna 


Charter, that private property can only be taken compulsorily 
for public use. The Legislature only can exercise the power of 
taking private property, and the presumption is that they will 
not exercise this power except in cases of urgent necessity. The 
expression “‘ blackmail” is perverted from its ordinary meaning 
when it is used to describe the conduct of the owner of property, 
who, knowing that it has a fancy value, does his best to obtain 
the highest price possible for it. The owners of land in the line 
of a railway without compulsory powers would not be likely to 
be moderate in fixing its price, but unless the promoters obtained 
a special Act of Parliament, they would be wholly without 
remedy. A legislative right to darken the windows of adjoining 
houses must stand on the same footing as a right to acquire the 
houses themselves. With regard to the question of public 
utility, a lofty and expensive building is not necessarily a benefit 
to the surrounding property. Is the question of its utility to be 
referred to the new tribunal which may have to decide whether 
a colossal hippodrome or music hall is to be entitled to excep- 
tional privileges ? 





THE acrion recently brought by M. Duruoz, chief of the 
‘“‘claque” of the Comedie Francaise, to recover damages for 
his dismissal after service for a number of years, has been 
settled by the shareholders agreeing to pay him a small annuity. 
No such action is likely to be brought in this country, where 
“‘ chief of the claque” is scarcely a recognized position, but the 
practice of granting an annuity by way of compensation, 
instead of paying a lump sum, which prevails in the French 
Courts, has been followed by our Legislature in the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act. 





The Exemption of Yearly Tenants 


from Improvement Charges. 
3 


Tue covenant for payment of rates and taxes continues to be a 
fertile source of litigation, and an interesting addition to the 
decisions is afforded by the judgment of Wricut, J., in Harris 
v. Hickman, which is reported in the current number of the Law 
Reports (1904, 1 K. B. 13). Itis not altogether easy to thread 
one’s way through the multitude of cases, but on the whole the 
tendency of the recent authorities has been towards simplifying 
the rules of construction, and though the burden of improve- 
ment charges is fixed more firmly than ever upon the tenant, yet 
he can at least be advised with some certainty as to his 
exact legal liability. On the other hand, a possibility of 
escaping the burden, and also the probability of a new stream 
of litigation may be seen in the suggestion, made in Foulger 
v. Arding (1902, 1 K. B. 700), and carried into practicai effect 
in Valpy v. St. Leonards Wharf Co. (1 L. G. R. 305), and in 
the present case of Harris v. Hickman, that the covenant is to be 
restricted to matters which can reasonably be supposed to have 
been contemplated by the parties as being within the purview 
of the contract. 

Primd facie the tenant’s covenants to pay rates and taxes 
should be resticted to recurring charges, and expenses incurred in 


respect of permanent improvements should be borne by the land- 
lord, unless the lease is for such a period as will give the benefit of 


them to the lessee. And t he courts favour a construction of the 
covenants which thus restricts it, so long as there are no words 
which must necessarily be extended to cover capital charges. The 
words “rates, taxes, and assessments ”’ are not words of this kind. 
They are harmless from the tenant’s point of view, and bind him 
only to pay assessments accruing from year to year or other 
—— of 4 recurring nature. They accord with the argument, 
which has been described as ‘‘ captivating’ (Zhompson v. Lap- 
worth, L.. R.3C. P., p. 158; Crosse v. Raw, L. R. 9 Ex., p. 212), 






























that the landlord should “be liable for what may be 
capital expenditure, but not for expenditure which 
charged against revenue.” And the words have the same 
whether the covenant is to pay assessments im respect » 
premises only ( Wilkinson v. Collyer, 13 Q. B. D. 1), or sugh 
as are assessed on the landlord or tenant in respect of the » 
Baylis v. Jiggens (1898, 2 Q. B. 315). The one point, then, 
has been firmly settled in favour of the tenant is that unde 
words ‘‘ rates, taxes, and assessments’’ he is not liable forg 
charges, and this principle has been recently affirmed in 
v. Faupel (51 W. RB. 522). 

But the cases are probably rare in which the covenant jg 
fined to the above words. ‘Landlords always endeayop —"s) 
extend the liability of the tenant by putting in additional yw | 
and in this they generally succeed, for tenants have not the 
persistency” : Budd v. Marshall (5 C. P. D. 481). And in 
v. Faupel, Cuannett, J., in observing on the negli 
tenants in protecting themselves, remarked that, as a 
leases contain words which are ultimately construed by 
court to include charges which no tenant in his senses 
deliberately agree to pay. The words which are usually foun 
thecovenant are one or more of a well-known list—“‘ imposition! 
“duties,” “outgoings,” and “charges.” Atfirst the courtsmad 
attempt to construe these by reference to the exact nature off 
charge which the landlord sought to make them cover, and{ 
attempt, though it has now been abandoned, introduced a good 
of confusion. In general the charges arise under the Metropi 


now practic 
“A duty 
should say 
lager than 

point 
impositions 
premises, a 


Management Acts, 1855 and 1862, the Public Health Act, ig vords. Hi 
or the Public Health (London) Act, 1891, and sometimes uigm" Whitwor 
local Acts. Now in regard to paving expenses under section iim“ absence 
of the Metropolis Management Act, 1855, the duty of paving only specifi 
new street is imposed on the local authority, and the ownal alter the J 
liability does not arise until an apportioned part of { tion there 
expenses is assessed upon him. His liability, thereinga ™ cigar 
consists solely in a money payment, and this is clearly gm" ‘all 
“imposition in respect of the premises.” But as a rule iq erring t 
landlord’s liability arises in a different way. Where iti: Ch. D. 
a question of paving expenses under section 150 of tye ™¥e % 07 
Public Health Act, 1875, or of drainage defects under section’ if the prem 
&e., of that Act or sections 73 or 85 of the Metropolis Many indlord ur 
ment Act, 1855, or of the abatement of nuisances under seohug *2U880C°. 
94 of the Public Health Act, 1875, and section 4 of the Publ ms cited, ; 
Health (London) Act, 1891, the duty of executing the worksi would app 
imposed in the first instance on the owner. The duty an lstinction 
upon service of notice by the local authority, and if it is1 oo ve 
performed, the local authority can do the work either at om noticed 
as in the case of paving expenses, or, in the case of nuisanagy™ =P 
after obtaining an abatement order from the justices aad oy 


a further default by the owner, and the expenses are in eithal 
case recoverable from the owner. In 7idswell vy. Whitworth (LR 
2 C. P. 326) it was held that expenses so recoverable (unde 
local Act) were not an imposition in respect of the premises, but 
penalty on the landlord for non-performance of his duty, 
consequently he could not throw the expenses on the 
under a covenant containing these words ; and this was followel 
in Rawlins v. Briggs (1878, 3 C. P. D. 368), where the landlon te 
did the work himself 

The case of Tidswell v. Whitworth established a pring 
which might have been used with very great effect in favourd 
tenants had other words of general import received the sa 
construction as “impositions.” But the principle was 
admitted where the word used was “duties” or ‘ outgoings’ 
and in a long series of cases it has been held that these thn 
the expenses of paving and sanitary works upon the tenall 
whether the landlord is only liable for a money pay ment 
by the local authority to cover the expense of works execute 
by them (“ duties,” Zhompson v. Lapworth, L. R. 3 0. P. Vi 
“outgoings,” Aldridge v. Ferne, 17 Q. B. D. 212); or whethe 
the landlord is under a duty to execute the work himself andi 
only liable to a money payment in default (‘‘ duties,” Budlt 
Marshall, 5 C. P. D. 481, Brett v. Rogers, 1897, 1 Q. B, 5% 
Farlow v. Stevenson, 1900, 1 Ch. 128; “ outgoings,” Crom ™ 
Raw, L. R. 9 Ex. 209, Antil v. Godwin, 15 T. L, RB. # 
Stockdale v. Ascherberg, 1903, 1 K. B. 873). And the exp 
are equally within the covenant whether it specifies outgoilgiy 
or duties imposed on the landlord or the tenant in respect of 
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iss (Thompson v. Lapworth, Crosse v. Raw), or simply imposed 
in respect Of the premises (Brett v. Rogers, Farlow v. Stevenson). 
The successive decisions upon the words “ duties” and ‘‘ out- 
ing,” which disregarded the distinction established by Tidswo-ll 
. Whitworth—a distinction described by Bramwett, B., in 
‘ee y. Raw as “utterly unsubstantial”—naturally led to 
#empts to extend the meaning of “ imposition,” and in Foulger 
y, Arding (1902, 1 K. B. 700) it was held that this word, where 
coupled with words equivalent to “imposed on the landlord or 
nant in respect of the premises,” covered expenses incurred by 
, landlord in abating a nuisance under the Public Health 
don) Act, 1891. The ground of the decision was that it was 
impossible to draw any intelligible distinction between ‘im- 
tions’ and the words “ duties” and “outgoings.” ‘‘ Speak- 
for myself,” said Romer, L.J., “I am disposed to regret that 
the line to which the decision in Tidswell v. Whitworth pointed 
has not been followed in these cases. ._ In particular I 
am disposed to regret the line of authorities which has given 
sich an extensive meaning to the term ‘duties’ in covenants of 
his kind ; but it is too late, even for this court, to alter what is 
now practically settled law on the subject.” And subsequently : 
“A duty imposed appears to me to be an imposition, and I 
should say that the word ‘imposition’ is, if anything, rather 
r than the word ‘ duty.’” 
. pointed out, the covenant in Foulger v. Arding specified 
impositions imposed on the landlord or tenant in respect of the 
premises, and to some extent the decision was founded on these 
yords. Hence it was not necessary directly to overrule Zidswell 
y. Whitworth, which could be distinguished upon the ground of 
theabsence in that case of those words. The covenant there 
aly specified impositions in respect of the demised premises. But 
ater the judgments in Foulger v. Arding, and the distinct asser- 
tin there of the equivalence of ‘‘impositions” and “ duties,” it 
yas apparently impossible to continue to attach any import- 
ace to the presence or absence of the additional words 
mferring to the landlord. Hence, when in Re Warriner (1903, 
2 Ch. D. 367) recently, Swiuvren Eapy, J., had to con- 
sue a covenant to pay imposttions due or assessed in respect 
if the premises, he held that this covered expenses incurred by the 
lmdlord under the Public Health (London) Act, 1891, in abating 
sauisance. The report does not shew that Zidswell v. Whitworth 
vs cited, and that case is not noticed in the judgment, but it 
yould appear to be impossible now to found an argument on the 
listinction adopted in Zidswell v. Whitworth, and both that case 
mi Rawlins v. Briggs seem to be in effect overruled. It should 
benoticed further that the word “charges” has the same effect 
& “impositions” (George v. Coates, 88 L. T. 48; Smith v. 
Robinson, 41 W. R. 588; 1898, 2 Q. B. 53), and in general 
ay one of the words ‘‘duties,” ‘‘outgoings,” ‘“‘impositions,” and 
“charges ” seems to be sufficient to throw upon the tenant the 
burden of the expense of paving and sanitary works. But the 
logth of this preliminary survey makes it necessary to reserve 
fr another article the consideration of the new development 
iggested by recent cases—namely, that a tenant may be exempt 
yon the ground that the burden exceeds what was contemplated 
tithe date of the contract. 
(To be continued.) 





The Honourable Mr. Justice Bucknill will preside at the first lecture of 
th Hilary Session to be delivered to the Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ 
dxociation—by Mr. George Elliott—on Thursday next, the 21st instant, 





im *7p.m., in the Inner Temple (Lecture Room A). The subject is ‘‘ Fraud 


Civil and Criminal.’’ 
*R. T. W. W.,”’ writing to the 7imes on ‘‘ Solicitors and Their Clients’ 
ys,’ says: ‘‘ Having for some years adopted the practice in my firm 
ttkeeping two separate banking accounts, one called ‘ general account,’ 
ai the other ‘clients’ account,’ I feel able to express an opinion on the 
ion as a practicable working system. There is no difficulty about it. 
ny firm receive a cheque, say, for damages and costs on account of a 
dient, the cheque is credited as to part to the credit of the client in our 
‘dients’ account,’ and as to the balance into our ‘general account.’ 
There must always be a large sum of money in the hands of a solicitor on 
f of some one or other of his clients, and this should be kept quite 
My firm’s 


If this course was 
systematically, solicitors would not defraud their clients unless 


‘ty deliberately set out to do so. As it is, I firmly believe that such 


les generally begin accidentally, and without deliberate intent in 
instance.’’ 


Interest on Compensation Moneys 
on Compulsory Enfranchisement 


of Copyholds. 


Can the lord of a manor claim interest on compensation 
moneys payable to him by a copyhold tenant upon compulsory 
enfranchisement, as from the date of notice requiring en- 
franchisement down to the date of the award of enfranchisement ? 

This question, which is of considerable importance both to 
lords of manors and copyholders, has never, so far as the writer 
is aware, been the subject of judicial decision. That the 
question may arise is clear from the consideration that (apart 
altogether from the question of wrongful delay or default, which 
is for the present purpose excluded) some period, varying in 
| each particular case, must elapse between the date of notice and 
the ascertainment of the compensation moneys, if the lord and 
the tenant do not immediately agree on the price. 

A notice by a tenant requiring the lord to enfranchise con- 
stitutes a binding obligation upon the lord to enfranchise the 
tenant’s copyhold tenement, and it is conceivable that the lord 
might claim interest on the compensation money as from the 
date of notice, on the ground that, as from such date, the relation- 
ship of lord and tenant ceases, and a new contractual relationship, 
that of vendor and purchaser, is created, and that, as such vendor, 
the lord, as from the date of notice, is deprived of the possession 
and enjoyment of his manorial rights, and becomes a trustee of 
them for the tenant, who is to be treated as the purchaser of 
them. If this were the true position, then no doubt the lord 
would be entitled to interest on the compensation money as from 
the date of notice, on the equitable principle laid down by the 
House of Lords in Birch v..Joy (3 H. L O. 562), and applied by 
Buoxtey, J., in Fletcher v. Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Co. 
(1902, 1 Ch. 901), that if the purchaser is in possession of an 
estate and receiving the rents, he is liable to pay the purchase- 
money, and that, the purchase-money being retained by him, it 
will carry interest to be paid by him to the seller. But (1) does 
the notice requiring enfranchisement constitute a binding 
contract between the lord and tenant for the sale of the lord’s 
manorial rights ? and (2) Is the lord deprived of the possession 
and enjoyment of his manorial rights as from the date of notice ? 

(1) No doubt the notice, as from the date thereof, creates some 
sort of legal obligation, but it is very doubtful if it constitutes 
a specifically enforceable contract. Following the analogy of a 
notice to treat under the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, 
it would seem that, until the compensation is ascertained, there is 
no specifically enforceable contract: see Re Pigott and Great 
Western Railway Co. (18 Q. B. D. 146). If either party refused 
to proceed with the ascertainment of the compensation for the 
enfranchisement, recourse would have to be had to the Board of 
Agriculture, which is the statutory authority for enforcing the 
Copyhold Act, 1894 (see sections 5 and 6, and Part 8). But even 
if it were held that the notice to enfranchise did create the con- 
tractual or a guasi-contractual relation of vendor and purchaser, 
the further question still remains: Is the lord, as from the date 
of the notice, ousted from the fruits of his lordship? 

(2) The answer to this question depends on the construction of 
the Copyhold Act, 1894, which is a consolidating statute. Now, 
it has been held that, under the earlier Copyhold Acts of 1852 
and 1858, which are repealed by the Act of 1894, the common 
law rights of the lord were left unimpaired and unaffected by 
reason of the notice to enfranchise, and continued as subsistin 
rights until the enfranchisement was actually completed, an 
accordingly that, on the death of a tenant, after notice by him, 





his successor in title, before taking up and continuimg the 
enfranchisement proceedings (which he was enabled to do by the 


| Copyhold Acts), was bound to become admitted and pay the neces- 


sary fine to the lord: Myers v. Hodgson (1 C. P. D. 609). This 
decision, which appeared to work an injustice on the tenant 
(because the probability of a fine accruing by reason of a death 


is taken into account in ascertaining the compensation), was 
abolished by section 31 of the Copyhold Act of 1887, which 
section is re-enacted in the Copyhold 

runs as follows :— 


Act, 1894, s. 49 (2), and 


‘* Where an admittance or enrolment is necessary in consequence of the 
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death, the admittance or enrolment shall be made, but no fine, relief, or 
heriot shall be payable to the lord in consequence of a death or any 
admittance or enrolment on a death occurring between the date of a notice 
to enfranchise or a completed agreement for enfranchisement under this 
Act, and the enfranchisement in pursuance of that notice or agreement, 
and the compensation shall be ascertained on the same footing as if the 
enfranchisement had been effected immediately after the commencement 
of the proceedings.”’ 


The result, therefore, appears to be that, upon the true con- 
struction of the Copyhold Acts, the lord’s manorial rights 
remain unaffected by the tenant’s notice to enfranchise, except 
in so far as they are expressly taken away by section 49 (2), 
which applies only to the single case of death. 

The only section of the Act of 1894 which appears to militate 
against this construction is section 8, which provides that where 
payment of the compensation takes the form of a rent-charge, 
such rent-charge is to commence as from the date of notice 
to enfranchise. But this provision is not necessarily 
inconsistent with the construction above indicated, inasmuch 
as, in the case of a rent-charge, the Board of Agricul- 
ture appears to have power, under section 27 (4) of the Act, to 
fix the date of its commencement, and so prevent any injustifice 
arising from the lord being entitled to the quit rents, &c., during 
the period between the notice and completion, and at the same 
time being entitled to interest for that period. 

If our construction of the Copyhold Acts is right, it follows 
that the lord is not entitled to interest between the date of the 
notice and the date of the award of enfranchisement. A contrary 
opinion is expressed in Brown’s Copyhold Enfranchisement Acts 
(3rd ed.), p. 181, but, as this opinion is based on the erroneous 
assumption that, as from the date of notice, the lord is deprived 
of the fruits of his lordship, it cannot be regarded as sound. 

It might be suggested that the valuers should take the ques- 
tion of interest into consideration in assessing the compensation : 
see the dicta of Jusset, M.R., in Re Marquess of Salisbury and 
South-Western Railway Co. (1892, 1 Ch. 75n); but inasmuch as 
interest is not included in section 6 of the Act of 1894, which 
contains a complete list of the matters that the valuers are to 
take into account in assessing the compensation, and the valuers 
are further directed to find a gross sum, it seems that this 
suggestion also is untenable, and that interest is not provided 
for by the Act, nor is it payable under the general law. 

D. D. R. 








Reviews. 


County Court Practice 


THE ANNUAL CounTy Courts PRACTICE, 1904. Vou. I.: ConrTarn- 
ING THE JURISDICTION AND PRACTICE UNDER THE County CouRTS 
AcT, THE BILLs oF ExXcHANGE ACT, THE EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY 
AcT, AND THE WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACTS, AND THE STAT- 
UTES, RULES OF PRACTICE, ForMs, AND TABLES OF FEES AND CosTs. 
Vou. IL. : CONTAINING THE JUSISDICTION AND PRACTICE UNDER 
AcTS OTHER THAN THE County Courts AcT, THE BILIs oF 
EXCHANGE ACT, THE EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT, AND THE 
WoORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT; TOGETHER WITH THE STATUTES, 
RuLEs oF PRACTICE, FoRMS AND FEES. Edited by WILLIAM 
Creciu Smyty, K.C., LL.B, Judge of County Courts, and 
WititiAm JAMES Brooxs, MA., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited) ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The chief feature in this edition of the Annual County Court 
Practice is the inclusion of the Rules of 1903. These consolidate and 
supersede the preceding rules, and practitioners who have not 
thought it worth while to keep up with the yearly output of the work 
will find this a convenient occasion for making afresh departure. The 
general arrangement of the book remains as before. The jurisdiction 
and Page of the county court are described in the text, 
and thé statutes and rules are placed in appendices. The text, 
at the same time, is fully annotated with reference to the cases and 
to the subject-matter of the appendices, so that the reader may rely 
upon getting easily upon the track of any information which he may 
require. We notice that at p. 57 the editors, in discussing county 
court jurisdiction, question the correctness of Foster v. Reeves (40 
W. R. 695), where it was held that the doctrine of Walsh 
v. Lonsdale (21 Ch. D. 9) could not be applied in county 
court proceedings if the value of the premises was over £500. 
It would simplify the law of landlord and tenant, and remove 
an absurd anomaly, if the case could be overruled. We 
may suggest that at p. 260 the County Courts Act, 1888, should no 





——_ 
longer be referred to. as the ‘‘new” Act. Until the reader refey 
the footnote he wi'll be puzzled to know what the new Act Ing . 
The subject of equit able execution is concisely treated at pp. 430 
and a reference givin to the recent case of T'hompson v, Gill (51 W 
484) on this subject. Considerable importance attaches in county ‘ 
practice to claims of workmen ag;ainst employers, and practi 
will gain much assistance from the full statement of the Acts of Ii 
and 1897, and of the decisions, which is given in the concluding 
of Volume I. The second volume deals with the various Subsidiary 
statutes under which county courts have jurisdiction, the list of 
shews the very varied nature of the duties which fall to the lot of 
county court judge. A separate chapter is devoted to the importay 
subject of admiralty jurisdiction. The two volumes forma very full 
and well-arranged guide to the whole subject of the jurisdiction ag 
practice of the county courts. 























Rating. 
THE Law AND PracricE oF Ratinc. By Epwarp James Cisnp 
K.C. Fovurtrn Eptirion. Stevens & Sons. 


This is a book on an important and difficult branch of the lay 
which by its former editions has established for itself a well-defing! 
place in legal literature. Its strong point is its extremely lucid an 
accurate exposition of the law as contained in decided causes. J 
proposition is supported by high authority, and there is a notable 
absence of all mere speculation as to what the law may be on doubt. 
ful points which have never yet been decided. The book is a gaf 
and trustworthy guide to the law, by one who is a recognized expert 
in this particular branch. The new edition is brought well up-to. 
date, and though we have noticed one or two misprints in reference, 
it seems to be carefully revised. The part which treats of procedup 
has been enlarged and improved. No doubt the existiug reputation 
of the work will be fully maintained by this edition. It would, 
however, add greatly to the usefulness of the book if the author could 
see his way, in bringing out a future edition, to add a collectiongd 
forms. It is by no means easy for the practitioner to put his hand 
on a form when he wants one ina hurry; and in such a technical 
branch of the law it is highly desirable that this difficulty should 
got rid of. 















RATING: PRINCIPLES, PRACTICE, ProcepuRE. SrEconp Ebro. 
By Paitie Micwart Farapay, Rating Surveyor. The Leg 
Matter Revised by A. F. Vuuitamy, Solicitor. Estates Gazette 
(Limited); Sweet & Maxwell. 

As the work last mentioned is by a lawyer for lawyers, so this 
book is by a surveyor for surveyors. No exception, however, 
can be taken to the law as expounded in the work. k 
seems to be sound and reliable, and to be brought up-to-date 
The main object, however, of the book is to afford surveyors who 
are engaged in valuations for rating purposes a reliable guide to the 
principles they should follow in making their valuation. This object, 
it may at once be said, has been carried out with great success; and 
surveyors employed in this class of business cannot do better than 
follow the author’s directions. The principal classes of property are 
dealt with separately in detail, as land, manufactories, railways, water 
companies, docks, &c. ; and there are useful tables given as examples 
to surveyors as to what matters should receive attention and ast 
how their valuations should be arrived at. Both by lawyers who have 
to criticize their work, as well as by the surveyors themselves, this 
book will be found a valuable addition to their libraries. 



















RatTinc: Forms and GROUNDS OF NOTICES OF OBJECTION AND 
ApPEAL, Boru QOuvutTsIpDE AND INSIDE THE Merropo.is; Cor 
TAINING ALL THE ForMS, TOGETHER WITH Every GROUND @ 
OBJECTION THAT CAN BE TAKEN AGAINSY A VALUATION LIST 
RaTE ATTACHED TO EacH Form. WitTH Nores. By W. LL 
BELL, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell. 


In noticing Mr. Castle’s book (above) we commented upon the 
difficulty of finding reliable forms of appeal and so forth in rati 
practice. Here we have just published the very thing that is w 
This collection of forms will provide practitioners with a 
supplement to the existing text-book® on rating, and will, sae 
them a vast amount of time, trouble, and uncertainty. Each fom 
contains all necessary particulars as to the persons who must b 
served, modes of service, time of service, &c., &c. Every fom, 
also, is accompanied by a list, which the author claims (Wi 
justification, as far as we can see) to include every possible ground? 
objection or appeal which can be taken thereunder. The forms are” 
some cases by no means so long and so full of recitals as many thé 
are constantly seen in practice, but in our opinion they are none 
worse for that. As far as we have been able to test them, the profér 
sion may accept these forms with confidence. 
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Books Received. 


the Yearly County Court Practice, 1904, founded on Archbold’s 
ynty Court Practice and Pitt-Lewis’ County Court Practice. By 
g, Prrt-LEWIs, K.C., Recorder of Poole; Sir C. ARNOLD WHITE, 
hief Justice of Madras; and ARCHIBALD RxaD, B.A., Barrister-at- 
Taw; assisted by A. C. McBarner, B.A., Bar: ister-at-Law. The 
ter on Costs and the Precedents of Costs by Mr. Morten 
qraxER, Registrar of the Watford County Court; together with an 
Introductory Preface to the New Rules by his Honour Judge Woop- 


wit, a Member of the Rule Committee. In Two Vols. Butterworth 
{Co.; Shaw & Sons. 

An Encyclopedia of Forms and Precedents other than Court 
foms. By Eminent Conveyancing and Commercial Counsel. 
Under the General Editorship of ARTHUR UNDERHILL, M.a., LL.D., 
Barrister-at-Law ; assisted by WittIAM E OC, Baynes, M.A., 
LLM., Burrister-at-Law, and VaLe Niconas, Barrister-at-Law. 






















The English Reports. Vol. XXXV.: Chancery XV., containing 
and Beames vols. 1-3; G. Cooper and Merivale, vols. 1 and 2, 
William Green & Son, Edinburgh; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The Master Mariner’s Legal Guide. By ALBERT SAUNDERS, 
@licittor. Effingham Wilson. 

The Secretary’s Manual on the Law and Practice of Joint Stock 
Companies. With Forms and Precedents. By JAMES FITZPATRIOK, 
Fellow of the Institute of Chartered Accountants, and T. E. Hay- 
wx, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Ninth Edition. Jordan & Sons 
Limited). 

The Law Relating to Pauper Lunatics. By SypNEY DAVEY, B.A., 
ILB., Barrister-at-Law. The Poor Law Publications Co. 
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Correspondence. 


‘*Good Leasehold Titles.” 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 


§ir,—I am about to take up two long leases on behalf of clients, 
md am considering whether to register the titles under the same as 
“good leasehold titles.” As the registration will follow immediately 
om the grant, I can (subject as below) see no practical advantage in 
the new species of title over a possessory one, and I have in mind 
that a transfer for valuable consideration of leasehold land registered 
vith a possessory title confers a good title save as to certain possible 
rights and interests (rule 142), but I notice that a transfer for valu- 
thle consideration of land registered with a good leasehold title is 
good except as tocertain possible e*ttes, righ’s and interests (rule 141) 
It would seem, therefore, that estates (merely) adverse to or in dero- 
gation of the lessor’s title do not hurt a possessory title, but they do 
ifect a good leasehold title, If there is any substance in the point, a 
postessory title, in the case of registration following immediately on 
the grant of a lease, is to be preferred to the new registration. 

The omission of “‘ estate,’”’ as regards transfers of possessory titles, 
wems to be deliberate, as is shewn by a comparison of sections 8 and 
#2 (1875 Act), old rules 48 and 93, and new rules 57 and 142. 

Tam in doubt as to whether the rules (in effect) guarantee the 
ptoper execution of a lease registered with a ‘‘ good leasehold title.” 
[assume that A. is owner in fee, and B. registers a lease purporting to 
bemade by A. which is in reality forged. Here no question arises as 
0 A.’s “title to grant’ the lease (see rule 56) ; being owner in fee 
hehas power to grant any lease whatever. Does the registration (B. 
ting unaware of the forgery) confer on B. a good title although the 
lease was forged? And the same point arises as to every registered 
mnsferee. It seems to me that an affirmative answer is possible 
uder my reading of the rules, though what effect the provisions of 
the Act as to fraud would have I do not know. Ifthe Land Registry 
to guarantee the execution, the gain to the lessee is worth having. 

Thave put my views together rather hurriedly, and am perhaps 

y wrong, but I think the above points are of interest and im- 
portance to solicitors, who are all more or less in the dark in consider- 
ing the latest kind of land registration. X. 
London, Jan. 11. ; 


The New Land Transfer Rules. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—The interesting paragraphs on p. 138 of the current volume 
ofyour journal suggests a practical question. Would your readers 
“ud to you all the cases known to them, in which on an investiga- 

of title six years after a conveyance on sale, the possession under 
mich conveyance meanwhile not having been disturbed, blots have 








































Tol. V.; Companies (Debentures) to Executors. Butterworth & Co. ; 


been found on the title (prior to the conv ce on sale) of such a 

nature that the title could not be consid a good holding one ? 

_ If you could establish as a fact that this has frequently happened, 

it would at any rate make the Land Registry officials cautious in 

modifying their examination of title. CoNVEYANCER. 
Lincoln’s-inn, Jan. 13. 





Surveyors’ Reports, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 


Sir,—Trustees lending money under the Trustee Act are bound to 
protect themselves by a surveyor’s report. This report throws a very 
serious responsibility, and sometimes liability, upon the surveyor 
advising. There seems to be a desire on the part of some surveyors 
to evade this liability by registering their firms under the Companies 
Acts, and, in a case before us, it has been objected, on behalf of a 
beneficiary. that a valuation by a limited liability company is scarcely 
the valuation of a responsible expert such as trustees ought to 
consult in the case of a mortgage security. We shall be glad to know 
whether any other solicitors have met with a similar difficulty, and 
hear their views on the subject, as it seems to us a matter which very 
largely concerns trustees and other persons, as well as solicitors and 
——. MorTGAGEES. 

Jan. 12. 





Books on Magisterial Law. 
(To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Referring to the letter of your correspondent ‘‘ Lex” with 
reference to books on Magisterial Law to assist him in the reorganiza- 
tion of the magisterial system in the East Indies, we think he could 
not do better than have Stone’s Justices’ Manual (now in its 36th 
edition), It was in reference to this work that one of the Quarterly 
Reviews said ‘‘It is no secret that in many courts throughout the 
land practically no law but ‘Stone’ is known.” Paley’s Summary 
Convictions might also prove useful. BUTTERWORTH & Co. 








New Orders, &c. 


Rules of the Supreme Court. 
ORDER XXII, RULE 17. 


1. Order XXII., Rule 17, shall have effect as if the following 
paragraph were added thereto :— 
Debenture Preference Guaranteed or Rentcharge Stocks of Rail- 





ways in Great Britain or Ireland guaranteed by railway 
companies owning railways in Great Britain or Ireland which 
have for ten years next before the date of investment paid a 
dividend on Ordinary Stock or Shares. 


ORDER LIX., RULES 19 anp 20. 


2. The following Rules shall be added to Order LIX, :— 

19. An appeal from any decision of the Central Midwives’ Board 
under the Midwives Act, 1902, shall be made to the Divisional 
Court by notice of motion, and supported by affidavit, or, if 
the Court shall so direct on the hearing of the motion, by oral 
evidence. 

20. The notice of motion shall be an eight days’ notice, and shall 
be filed at the Crown Office, and upon filing the notice the 
appeal shall be set down in the Crown paper for hearing as if 
it were an appeal from an Inferior Court. 


APPENDIX N. No. 106. 

3. ‘Item 106 in ww N shall be read as if one shilling and 
threepence were specified therein in lieu of one shilling. 
4. These Rules, which may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme 
Court (January), 1904, or separately according to the heading of each 
Rule, shall come into operation on the 15th of January, 1904. 





Transfer of Action. 
Orper or Court. 
Monday, the 14th day of December, 1903. 
1, Hardinge Stanley, Earl of Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, do hereby order that the action mentioned in the Schedule hereto 
shall be transferred to the Honourable Mr. Justice Byrne and Mr. Justice 


Buckley. 
SCHEDULE. 
Mr. Justice Farwell (1903—B.—No. 4,824). 


In the Matter of Burnell’s Vienna Steam Bakery (Limited). Donald Allen 


Robb v. Burnell’s Vienna Steam Bakery (Limited). 
Hatssvury, ©, 
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Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 
BARRETT ». KEMP BROTHERS. No. 1. 13th Jan. 


Master anp Servanr—Workmen’s Compensation —‘* Factory’ 
—Workmen’s Covurensation Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vicr. c. 


’ 


— WHARF 
Sf); ts F. 


Appeal from an award of the judge of the Sittingbourne County Court, 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897. The applicant for com- 
peasation was a workman in the employment of Messrs. Kemp Brothers, 
who were builders and contractors. The employers were the lessees and 
occupiers of a wharf on the River Medway, at which the materials used by 
them in their business were loaded and unloaded. There was no 
machinery or plant on the wharf. Anyone was allowed to use the 
wharf on paying whariage. They were also the lessees and occupiers of a 
private road, 250 yards long and 10 to 12 feet wide, leading from the 
wharf to the public highway. This private road led to no other place. It 
was separated from the highway by a gate which was kept continuously 
locked except when the road was being used, and the employers kept the 
key of it. The road was bounded on both sides by a hedge and the 
wharf was similarly bounded except on the side fronting the river 
and at the junction with the road. The applicant was employed 
on the private road breaking stones for the repair of the road, 
and when at work at a place about thirty or forty yards from the 
gate a piece of stone struck one of his eyes and he lost the sight 
of it. The employers gave notice of the accident to the inspector 
of factories, and entered it in a book kept by them for that purpose. In 
proceeding to assess compensation under the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, 1897, the county court judge held that the employment on the road 
leading to the whart was employment on or about the wharf, and that the 
wharf was a *‘ factory ’’ within section 7 of the Act. He accordingly made 
an award of compensation. The employers appealed, and contended that 
the wharf was not a ‘factory ’’ within section 7, as none of the provisions 
of the Factory Acts were applied to it. Section 104 of the Factory and 
Workshop Act, 1901, applied certain provisions of the Act to (inter alia) a 
wharf. To make a wharf a factory evidence must be given that one or 
more of the specified provisions of the Factory Act applied to it. The 
provision as to notice of accidents did not apply here because the accident 
did not happen on the wharf. Nor didany of the other provisions apply. 
Hall v. Snowdin, Hubbard, § Co. (47 W. R. 486; 1899, 2 Q. B. 136) was in 
point, and was not overruled by the House of Lords in Raine v. Jobson § Co. 
(49 W. R. 705; 1901, A. C. 404). This latter case dealt with a dock, and 
all docks had machinery and plant for loading and discharging ships. 
Secondly, they contended that, even if the wharf was a factory, the acci- 
dent did not happen on or about the factory: Powell v. Brown (47 W. R. 
145; 1899, 1 Q. B. 157), Fenn v. Miller (48 W. R. 369; 1900, 1 Q. B. 788). 

Tue Cover (Coiitins, ‘M.R., and Marnew and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.), 
having taken time to consider, dismissed the appeal. 

Cottxs, M.R., said that they had taken time to consider because they 
wanted to see the true bearing of the decision of the House of Lords in 
Ramev Jobson § Co., and what effect it had upon the earlier decision of 
this court in Hall v. Snowden, Hubbard, & Co. It seemed to him that the 
decision of the House of Lords had in effect overruled the decision in Hull 
v. Snowden, Hubbard, & Co. Though the decision of the House of Lords 
was founded upon an admission of counsel, yet that admission was adopted 
by the House, and formed the basis of their decision. That admission 
was that every dock—and it would equally apply to a wharf—was a 
factory without any qualification whatever and entirely without regard to 
the question whether any of the specified provisions of the Factory and 
Workshop Act, 1901, had in fact become applicable thereto. That was 
decisive of the present case. Still, he must confess that he did not see any 
answer to the argument in the case of Hall v. Snowden, Hubbard, & Co., 
that the Legislature in defining factory did not say in clear language that 
every dock or wharf was to be included in the term factory, but said that 
only those docks and wharves to which any provision of the Factory Acts 
was applied were factories, assuming therefore that there were docks and 
wharves which might not be factories. However, the House of Lords had 
adopted the view that the Act must be construed as if the limitations did 
not exist. The county court judge was therefore right. As to the 
second question, in his opinion there was abundant evidence upon which 
the county court judge could find that the place where the accident 
happened, which was within the curtilage of the factory, was on or about 
the factory. 

Martuew and Cozens-Hanny, 
G. A. Scott. Soxiscrrons, F, J. 
Smiles & Co. 


Lydd... 


Reryvyyman, 


concurred. 
for W. 


Counsen, Cecil Walsh ; 
A. Watson, Chatham ; 


Reported by W. F. Baruy, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


SCHOFIELD ». ALLEN. No. 2. 11th Jan. 


Axuirraror ~ Misconpvcr—Oxprxs Utrra Vines—R. 8. C. XXXVI. 55 (pr) 
(c)—Removst—Arnrrnation Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 49), s. 11. 

This was an appeal by the defendant from a decision of Kekewich, J. 
(reported 48 Soricrrors’ Joven 68), removing an arbitrator for alleged 
misconduct in making an interlocutory order that the plaintiff and defend- 
ant, parties to the arbitration, should each pay half the arbitration fees 
and expenses as they should accrue from time to time; in threatening to 
adjourn the proceedings sine die unless the said costs were paid; in 
making a further order that plaintiff's solicitor should pay the whole costs 
of a day wasted, as was alleged, through the eolicitor’s fault; and in 
declining to proceed with the arbitration in default of payment. 





! 
( 
i 








Tue Covrr (VavcHAN Wii1aMs, Romer, and Srrreuine, L.JJ.) allowed 
the appeal. . 

Vavucuan Witusams, L.J.—I cannot assent to the view taken by Keke. 
wich, J.,in this case. I agree with him that the orders made by the aghj. 
trator were orders which he had no jurisdiction to make, but then th 
question arises whether, by reason of inferences to be drawn from 4h 
conduct of the arbitrator, we ought to say he had exhibited such unfitnes 
that he ought to be removed. I cannot assent to that. He plainly mag 
two serious mistakes in law—plainly assumed that he bad jurisdictig, 
where in fact he had none; but because an arbitrator—a lay arbitrator 
makes errors as to the limits of his jurisdiction, is the court to remoy 
him as a person unfit to exercise his office? Ido not think so. It ig gajg 
the orders were such that even if he had jurisdiction to make them th 
fact of bis doing so would shew his unfitness by reason of undue bj 
but I do not think we ought to draw the inference that he had such, 
bias against the plaintiff or his solicitor as would incapacitate him from 
doing his duty in the arbitration. It would be a serious slur on th 
arbitrator to say so; and I think that if the matter goes back to h 
concluded before him he will dispose of it in a proper manner. 

Romer and Srreuine, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same effect— 
CounseL, Bray, K.C., and Church ; Lawrence, K.C., and George Lawrence: 
H. 8. Q. Henriques. Soxrcrrors, G. B. Wyatt Digby ; J. Moveriey Sharp; 
Albert Soioman. 

| Reported by R. Hitt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re WHARNCLIFFE’S TRUSTS. THE RIGHT HON. F. J., EARL oF 
WHARNCLIFFE v. THE RIGHT HON. C. B. STUART WORTLEY Ap 
OTHERS. No.2. 17th Nov., and 12th Jan. 


SEerTrLEMENT—TENANT FoR Lirr—TENANTIN Tari-—Trvst For ACCUMUL4MOx 
to DiscHarcr INcumBRANCES—Morety oF Minrrat Rents anp Morroacp 
—CariraL Money or Trust Fenp. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Buckley, J. The facts were a 
follows: A summons was taken out by the plaintiff, the Earl of W, 
the present tenant for life, under a certain settlement hereinafter mentioned, 
dated the 10th of October, 1888, asking that he might be at liberty as from 
the 25th of November, 1902, as tenant for life in possession under the 
above-mentioned settlement in the events that had happened, to receive 
and take the equal half part or moiety of the net rents, royalties, and 
reservations reserved and made payable in respect of the mine, 
minerals, and quarries under, or by virtue of the “leases mentioned 
in the said settlement, and which half-part was directed by the settlement 
after the death of the Earl of W. to be received by the trustees of the 
settlement, and invested and accumulated and applied in discharge and 
satisfaction of the mortages, charges, and incumbrances, and also that the 
trustees might be ordered to pay over to the plaintiff for his personal us 
and benefit the mineral rents and profits received by them betwee 
the 13th of May, 1899, and the 25th of November, 1902. By the 
above-mentioned settlement certain manors, messuages, lands, and 
hereditaments situate in the counties of York, Cornwall, and Middle. 
sex were (subject to the several incumbrances affecting the same 
set out in the several schedules to the said indenture) limited to such 
uses as the late Lord W., F. D. M. Stuart Wortley, and the present Lord 
W. should jointly appoint, and, subject thereto and to certain jointur 
and other charges in favour of the wife of the late Lord W , and of the 
said F, D. M. Stuart Wortley and the present Lord W. thereby respec 
tively created, to the uses therein declared, there was also a proviso to the 
following effect: ‘‘ Provided always and it is hereby agreed and declared 
that from and immediately after the death of the said Earl of W. (meaning 
the late earl) and until all the mortgages, charges, and incumbrance 
enumerated in the . schedule to these presents and also the 
capital sum charged or to be charged by the said F. D. M. Stuart Wortley 
for portions of his younger children pursuant to the power for this pu- 
pose reserved to him by the said indenture of the 3rd of July, 1855, shall 
be fully paid and satisfied (but not afterwards) one equal half part only of 
the net rents, royaities, and reservations reserved and made 
payable in respect of mines, minerals, or quarries, under or y 
virtue of any leases or tenancies which shall be subsisting at th 
time of the decease of the said earl (the late earl) or which shall 
thereafter be granted or created of any mines, minerals, or quarme 
in and under the hereby settled estates or any part thereof Wy 
virtue of the powers herein contained or referred or of any statutory powe 
or otherwise shall be received by the tenant for life for the time being 
under the foregoing limitations, and the remaining equal half part thered 
shall be received by the trustees or trustee for the time being of thew 
presents and be by them or him invested and accumulated in such and the 
same manner as hereinbefore is declared with reference to the surplus renis 
and profits to accrue during minority of any tenant in tail, and such act 
mulation shall be applied in or towards satisfaction or discharge of any o 
the aforesaid mortgages, charges, or incumbrances.” F. D. M. Stust 
Wortley died without having exercised the joint power of appollk 
ment, the late Lord W. died on the J3th of May, 1899, leavim 
by his English will all his net converted residuary pe 
estate, which amounted to about £50,000, to the trustees of the 
settlement, to be held by them as if the same were capital m més 
thereunder. There was also a sum of £29,000 left by his Scotch 
will to the executors of his English will to be disposed of as part of bis 
residudry personal estate in England. All the mortgages, incumbrane, 
and charges referred to in the said settlement, amounting, at the date 
the death of the late earl, in the aggregate to £110,500, together with 8 
sum of £30,000 representing the amount with which F. D. M. Stustt 
Wortiey had, under the aforesaid power, charged the settled estates for 
portions of his younger children, remained unpaid, the total amouit 
£140,500, representing substantially all the charges existing # 
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ara : 
time of the late earl’s death. Part of the settled estate consisted of 
Wharncliffe House (now Crewe House, Curzon-street), and this was 
sold by the present Lord W. as tenant for life, and the proceeds 
amounting to about £80,000, together with the two sums of £50,000 and 

were applied in satisfaction and discharge of the sum of £140,500, 


29,000 
Spnemnting the charges and incumbrances and the sum of £30,000 for 
rtions of younger children of F.D. M. Stuart Wortley. The defendant, 


BB. Stuart Wortley, was a tenant in tail in remainder. The question was 
whether, as stated above, the incumbrances having been paid off, and their 
purpose ended, the trust for accumulation ended, or whether the moiety of 
rents should be treated as capital, that is whether the moneys in the hands of 
the trustees of the settlement representing the accumulations of a moiety 
of the minerals and rents directed to be accumulated as from the death of 
the late earl to the date when the last of the incumbrancers mentioned in 
the schedule and portions was discharged or satisfied were capital moneys 
or not. Buckley. J., held that they were capital moneys, and should 
be so treated. From this the plaintiff appealed. 

Tax Court (VaveHan Wiiwrams, Romer, and Sriruine, L.JJ.) dismissed 


the appeal. 
VaucHan Wiurams, L.J.-—-We heard a great deal of argument on 


the last occasion on decided cases, but we will not. discuss ‘those 
eases nor say anything with respect to their application to this case, 
because, in the affidavit made in pursuance of our order, no question of law 
arises, and really on the facts stated in this affidavit when understood, 
there is no doubt the learned judge was right. The state of things 
disclosed in the affidavit shews that it is quite plain that ever since 
the date of, let us say, the middle of the year 1902, there have 
been mineral rents which have been available for paying off these 
incumbrances, and that they were paid off by the tenant for life with the 
consent of the trustees. Neither the tenant for life nor the trustees 
exercised any discretion in the matter, but left it to their solicitor, in 
whom both parties had the greatest possible confidence. [His lordship 
referred to the affidavit.] It seems to me, therefore, under all these 
circumstances wholly wrong that these funds should be used as income. 
The appeal is therefore dismissed. 

Romer and Srixurme, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same effect.— 
CounseL, Haldane, K.C., Bovill, and A. aB, Terrell; Levett, K.C., and 
Stokes. Soricrrors, Kennedy, Ponsonby, §& Ryde. 

[Reported by A. R. Taycour, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 








Cases of Last Sittings. 


Court of Appeal. 
HIGGINS ». CAMPBELL & HARRISON (LIM.). TURVEY v. BRINTONS 
(LIM.). No.1. 17th Dec. 
Master AND Servanr—WorkMEn’s Compensation —‘‘ AccrpENT ’’—Di1sEase 
—Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vicr. c. 37), s. 1. 
These two appeals raised the same question under the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, 1897, and were heard together. The first was an appeal 
from an award of Judge Bompas, K.C., at the Bradford County Court. 


‘The applicant for compensation was a workman in the employment of the 


respondents in a wool-combing factory at Bradford. His duty was to take 
the hales of wool, when any arrived at the factory, in cars to the washing 
machine where the wool was washed. On his way he had to pass close to 
some brown Persian wool, with the result that he contracted anthrax and 
had to go into the infirmary. It appeared that the applicant had a pimple 
on his neck which was rubbed by his collar, and the medical evidence was 
to the effect that the anthrax germ probably settled on the raw surface 
thus produced and brought on the disease. The applicant eventually re- 
covered. Anthrax was a disease to be found in Persian sheep and goats, 
and the skins so infected were packed with other skins and imported to this 
country, and the anthrax bacillus was thus imported. Imported Persian 
wool did not necessarily contain the anthrax bacillus. Workmen employed 
in wool sorting were subject to the disease, which was known as wool- 
sorters’ disease, but it was not inevitable that they should take it. Wool 
sorting was one of the employments placed under strict regulations by the 
Home Office, under the Factory Acts, as to the mode of carrying it on, for 
the protection of the workmen. The county court judge held that the 
illness arose from disease, which was not an “accident ’’ within the mean- 
ing of the Act, and he made an award in favour of the employers. The 
applicant appealed, 

The second case was an appeal from an award of Sir Richard Harington, 
at the Kidderminster County Court. The applicant for compensation 
was the widow of a workman who was employed as a wool-sorter in a 
factory. While engaged in sorting some Persian wool he caught anthrax 
in the eye and died from the effects of it. The county court judge said 
that it was immaterial whether there was an abrasion of the skin, there 
being none here. He proceeded, ‘‘I find as a fact that the anthrax, 
which was the immediate cause of death, was caused by the accidental 
alighting of a bacillus from the infected wool on a part of the deceased’s 
person which afforded a harbour in which it could multiply and grow, and 
80 cause malignant disease and consequent death. I can see no distinction 
in principle between the accidental entry of a spark from an anvil, or the 
accidental squirting of scalding water or some poisonous liquid into the 
eye. The only difference is that in those cases the foreign substance 
would be so large as to be visible, in this case the foreign substance 
is microscopic.’’ The learned judge said that his judgment was based on 
the fact that there was in this case a fortuitous intrusion of a foreign 





substance into the eye, which by ano gees there caused death, and he 
made an award in favour of the app! t. The employers appealed. The 
decisions in both these cases in the county courts were pronounced before 
the case of Fenton v. Thorley § Co. (52 W. R. 81; 1903, A.C. 443) was 
decided by the House of Lords. 

Tue Court (Cotiiws, M.R., and Matuew and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
allowed the first appeal and dismissed the second. : 

Coturs, M.R.. said that in order to see whether the injury was caused 
by an ‘accident ’’ within the meaning of the Act they must now look at 
the decision of the House of Lords in Fenton v. Thorley § Co. In that case: 
Lord Macnaghten said: ‘‘I come, therefore, to the conclusion that the 
expression ‘ accident’ is used in the popular and ordinary sense of the 
word, denoting an unlooked-for mishap or an untoward event which is not 
expected or designed.’’ The catching of anthrax here was an unlooked-for 
mishap or an untoward event which was not expected or designed. The 
disease was contracted by an ‘‘ accident,”” and it arose out of and in the 
course of the employment. It was not every disease nor every contagion 
that could be said to so arise. It was the workman’s duty here in the 
course of his employment to deal with infected wool, and that was the 
direct cause of his catching the infection. In each case, therefore, it was 
an “accident ’’ within the meaning of the Act. 

Maruew and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ., concurred.—Counset, J. J. Wright; 
S. T. Evans, K.0., and Minton-Senhouse, in the first case; Pritchett; Ruegg, 
K.C., and Albert Parsons, in the second case. So1icrrors, Wrensted § Hind, 
for W. H. Scott, Bradford ; Wynne- Baxter § Keeble, in the first case ; 

Billing, § Co., for W. Waldron, Brierley Hill; Helder, Roberts, ¢ Co., for 
Tunbridge & Co., Birmingham. 
[Reported by W. F. Barry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


GREEN v. BRITTEN & GILSON. No. 1. 15th Dec. 


Master anp ServANT—WokRkKMEN’s ComPpEensation —‘ Facrory ’’—‘* Ware- 
HOUSE ’’—-WHOLESALE Bustness—WorkKMEN’s Compensation Act, 1897 (60 
& 61 Vicr. c. 37), s. 7. 

Appeal from an award of Judge Addison, K.C., at the Southwark 
County Court, under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897. The 
applicant for compensation was a workman in the employment of the 
respondents, Messrs. Britten & Gilson, who carried on business as oil and 
colour merchants and wholesale and retail dealers in glass. The respond- 
ents had a shop in Union- street, Southwark, and on the opposite side of a 
narrow street they occupied two arches for storing in connection 
with their business. ese two arches communicated with each other, 
and there was an underground way from the shop to one of the arches, 
which was used as a lead and glazing shop. The other arch was used for 
storing cases of heavy glass, and was called the “‘ plate arch.”” The glass 
was there stored and polished. The business of buying and selling 
carried on in the shop or through travellers, and there was no buying 
selling in the arches, where customers never went. The glass 
plate arch was either supplied to the shop or was taken away direct 
there when the orders were given. No more glass was stored in the 
than was necessary for the current business, and glass was being 
stantly taken in and out. One witness stated that he had seen 400 or 
cases of glass in the arch. The main part of the business was of a 
sale character, the retail business being very small. The appli 
employed in the plate arch in loading and unloading cases of glass, 
some cases fell upon his leg andinjured it. The applicant took 
for compensation under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, con’ 
that the arch was a *‘ warehouse,”’ and therefore a “‘ factory’ within the 
meaning of section 7 of the Act. The respondents contended that, as the 
arch was only used as ancillary to the business carried on in the shop, it was 
not a ‘‘ warehouse ’’ within the meaning of section 7: Surr v. Whiteley (19 
Times L. R. 117) and Colvine v. Anderson (5 F. 255). They contended that a 
“ warehouse ’’ within section 7 meant a place where a person carried on 
the business of warehousing . Willmott v. Paton (50 W. R. 148; 
1902, 1 K. B. 237) was also referred to. The county court judge held 
that, as the arch was only used as ancillary to the business carried on in 
the shop, it was not a “ warcheuse’’ within the Act, and he made an 
award in favour of the respondents. The applicant appealed. 

Tue Covrr (Conus, M.R., and Marnew and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 

Couirixs, M.R., said that the business carried on by the respondents was 
in the main a wholesale business, the retail business forming but a small, 
or indeed an insignificant, of their business. It was no longer 

ssible, after the decisions of this court, to say that a ‘“‘ warehouse "’ was 

imited to a place where the public could store their goods, such as one of 

the large repositories. In Burr v. Whiteley this court held that where the 
store was merely ancillary to a retail shop where the ag were sold, it 
was not a warehouse, as shops were not t within the Act. The 

arch here was used almost entirely for the purposes of the wholesale 

business, and in his opinion a store which was ancillary to a wholesale 

business was a warehouse within the Act. The Legislature, when 

the word ‘‘ warehouse’ in the Act, was dealing with the probable danger 

to workmen when handling goods on a large scale, and that danger was 

present where goods were handled in a wholesale warehouse. Here the 

plate arch was ancillary to the wholesale business, and was therefore a 

‘ warehouse’’ within the Act. Their decision was quite consistent with 
the decision of the Court of Session in Scotland in Colvine v. Anderson. 

Martsew and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ., concurred, the latter saying that he 


felt some doubt upon the point, but not enough to make him dissent. 
—Oounset, P. T. Blackwell and Martin O'Connor; W, Shakespeare, 


Sotrcrrors, W. B. Blackwell; W. Hurd & Son. 


Fetllens 
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Reported by W. F. Barry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, | 
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Re RAYNER. RAYNER +. RAYNER. No. 2. 5th and 6th Nov.; 
21st Dec. 


Wi1ti— Construction—INVESTMENT—SECURITIES—EVIDENCE, 


This was an appeal from a decision of Kekewich, J., which gave rise to 
the question as to the meaning of the word “‘securities’’ in the will of 
E. W. Rayner, deceased. By his will the testator gave all his property, 
real and personal, to his trustees upon trust for sale and conversion. 
Then he empowered the trustees at their discretion to postpone such sale 
and conversion. and proceeded : ‘‘ And I declare that all moneys liable to 
be invested under this my will may be invested in such securities as my 
trustees in their absolute discretion shall think fit. And I authorize my 
trustees to continue or leave any moneys invested at my death in or upon 
the same securities.’’ The testator at the time of his death had a large 
portion of his estate invested in shares and railway stocks, and the present 
summons was taken out by the trustees of the will, who asked (inter alia) : 
(1) Whether the trustees were authorized to appropriate out of investments 
belonging to the testator at his death in part satisfaction of a trust 
legacy ordinary stock of the Midland Railway Co.; (2) whether the 
trustees were authorized to purchase with moneys belonging to the trust 
legacy ordinary shares of the London and North-Western Railway Co. 
Farwell, J., held that the word ‘‘securities’’ must be construed in its 
strict legal meaning of ‘‘money secured on property,’’ and that both 
questions must be answered in the negative. The trustees appealed. 

Tre Covrr (VavcHan Wi.iams, Romer, and Sriruiine, L.JJ.) allowed 
the appeal. 

Vavcaan Wiiiiams, L.J.—In my.judgment in this will the meaning of 
the word ‘‘ securities ’’ is determined by the context of the will, and it is 
unnecessary therefore to discuss generally what is the meaning of the word 
“‘security.’’ From that context it is apparent, in my judgment, that the 
testator has not used the word ‘‘ securities’? in what Farwell, J., holds to 
be its ‘strict and primary sense, but in what may be called its popular 
sense. I wish to add that in my judgment the meaning of a word is rela- 
tive to the circumstances and occasion and date on which the word is used, 
and that if a judge is entitled to take into consideration at all the fact that 
at the date of the will ‘‘ securities ’’ isJargely used in a sense other than a 
pledge for an advauce of money, or in the particular sense of investments 
of property transferable by the assignment of indicia, such as certificates, 
it is the duty of the judge to inform his mind, not only by reference to 
dictionaries of good reputation, but also to inform himself by evidence 
of the meaning ordinarily given to such a word amongst those who deal 
in such property. A rule prohibiting a judge from so doing would be 
in my judgment a most serious limitation of the rule that evidence is 
admissible for the purpose of explaining the meaning of the words used 
by the testator, as distinguished from evidence of tne testator’s 
intention ; and would be also a serious limitation of the rule that for the 
——- of explaining the meaning of the words used by the testator 
evidence is admissible of the circumstances surrounding the testator at 
the time of making his will. I think that evidence is admissible to shew 
that expressions used in the will had acquired an appropriate meaning 
either generally or by local usage or amongst particular classes, and that 
where any doubt arises upon the true sense and meaning of the words 
themselves or any difficulty as to their application in the surrounding 
circumstances the sense and meaning of the language may be investigated 
and ascertained by evidence dehors the instrument itself; for both reason 
and common sense agree that by no other means can an instrument be 
made to speak the real mind of the party: see Shore v. Wilsm (9 Ol. & 
Fin. 355, 566), Richardson v Watson (4 B. & Ad. 787). I do not think that 
a decision Jike Ogle v. Knipe (17 W. R. 1090, L. R. 8 Eq. 434) controls the 
meaning of the securities in a description of the property disposed of by 
the testator. That case merely decides that in that will at that date the 
words ‘‘money and securities for money of every description”? (very 
different words from the present) did not carry Bank of England Stock 
and canal shares. That decision certainly did not impress a ‘‘ technical 
meaning ’’ on the word “‘ securities’’ or limit for ever the meaning of the 
word ‘‘ securities ’’ to its narrow archaic meaning. 

Romer and Sririine, L.JJ., also delivered judgments to the effect that, 
having regard to the language of the will, the word “securities ’’ must be 
taken to be equivalent to investments.—CounseL, Upjohn, K.C., and 
MacConkey ; Bramwell Davis, K.C., and Rotch; Butcher, K.C., and 
Christopher James; F. Thompson ; Loraine. Soricrrors, W. Wynne & Sons, 
for Evans, Lockett, & Co., Liverpool; Van Sandau & Co., for Wright, Becket, 
§ Co., Liverpool ; H. Forshaw § Hawkins, Liverpool. 


[Reported by J. I. Sriztine, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. |} 


THE STEEL MANUFACTURERS’ NICKEL SYNDICATE (LIM.) v. THE 
SOCIETE GENERALE D’EXPLORATIONS COLONIALES AND THE 
CONSOLIDATED NICKEL MINES (LIM.). No 2. 18th Dec. 


Cowrnact—Company Nor Yer rw Existence—Trvusrezr ror an UNKNowN 
Prixcipat—AssigNMent— Purcnase-MONEY —APPLICATION OF —RATIFICA- 
TIonN—Lanv OvT or THE JURISDICTION. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Buckley, J. The facts were as 
follows: By an agreement dated the 30th of October, 1900, and made 
between the first-mentioned defendants (hereinafter called the French 
company) of the first part, Noel Pardon of the second part, and Siegmund 
Loewe on behalf of the syndicate thereinafter mentioned of the third part, 
after recitals whereby it appeared that a syndicate was to be formed 
calied the New Caledonian Nickel Syndicate (Limited), having for its 
objects the carrying out of that agreement, it was agreed (1) that the 
French company should sell and the new company thereinafter mentioned 
when incorporated should purchase the mining properties and other rights 
and properties specified in the schedule thereto, which schedule also 








contained particulars of various properties in the French colony of New 
Caledonia ; (2) the syndicate should within six weeks direct an expert or 


experts to inspect the scheduled properties and report to the syndicate 
thereon, and if the syndicate thought it not satisfactory, they should be at 
liberty by notice in writing to the French company to rescind the agree- 
ment, except so far as regards the obligations imposed on the French 
company by clause 5, and the charge created by the same clause; 
(3) if such report be deemed satisfactory, the syndicate should procure 
a company to be registered under the Companies Acts, having among its 
objects the acquisition and working of the scheduled property, which 
company should be formed in accordance with the conditions mentioned 
in the agreement. The obligation on the French company was that the 
sending out of an expert should be a debt payable by them, who thereby 
charged with the repayment of such expenses and advances and interest 
the scheduled property—that is, the land in New Caledonia. The syndicate 
was duly formed in accordance with the provisions of the agreement, 
two experts were sent out, but the syndicate did not consider their report 
satisfactory, and gave notice to rescind the agreement, except so far as 
regarded the obligations imposed on the defendants the French company 
by clause 5 of the agreement. The amount due to the syndicate for 
various expenses incurred was something over £3,300. On the 31st of 
October, 1902, the French company entered into another agreement with a 
company called the New Nickel Syndicate (Limited) to sell to the other 
defendants the Consolidated Nickel Mines (Limited) the property in 
New Caledonia; the purchase was completed, and all the pur- 
chase - money ay except a sum sufficient to answer the debt of 
£3,300 odd. y an indenture dated the 6th of April, 1903, the 
syndicate assigned to the. plaintiffs the said debt of £3,300 odd and 
all interest due and to accrue xdue thereon and all other sums of money 
owing by the French company to the syndicate. The plaintiffs moved for 
an injunction to restrain the Consolidated Nickel Mines from parting with 
that purchase-money without first satisfying the charge, which the plain- 
tiffs set up as arising under the agreement of the 30th of October, 1900, 
The French company was a corporation formed under the laws of the 
French Republic. Buckley, J., in giving judgment, dealt with two points 
raised by the defendants—first, whether the agreement of the 30th of 
October, 1900, was in law no agreement at all since it was simply between 
the French company and a trustee for a non-existent principal, and he 
found that on the evidence the plaintiffs had made out a primd facie case 
that there was a contract between the French company and the syndicate 
after the syndicate came into existence ; and secondly, whether the relief 
asked for could be granted, since the subject-matter related to land out of 
the jurisdiction, and that although there might be aright to sue the French 
company, yet that inasmuch as there was no privity of contract with the Con- 
solidated Nickel] Mines (Limited), therefore the relief could not be obtained; 
and he held that since the French company, by a contract made according 
to the law of England, agreed to give a charge upon foreign land, he could 
act so as to enforce such charge against them if he could reach them by 
process, and he made an order restraining the Nickel Mines (Limited) 
from paying to the French company the sum of £3,300 odd. From this 
the defendants appealed. 

Tue Court (VauGHan Wiiiiams, Romer, and Srieuine, L.JJ.) allowed 
the appeal. 

VavucHan Witiams, L.J., said it was a case where it was practically 
admitted on the evidence that there was not any contract between the 
Société Generale and the plaintiff company, which was the assignee of 
the syndicate The case was entirely governed by Re Northumberland 
Avenue Hotel Co. (30 Soricrrors’ Journat 156, 35 W. R. Dig. 38). 

Romer and Sriruine, L.JJ , concurred.—UCounset, H. Terrell, K.C., and 
Maugham ; Astbury, K.C., and Martelli. Sowicrrors, Church, Rendell, § Co. ; 
Bircham & Co. 


[Reported by A. R. Taxy.our, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





*,* In the case of Re Clark, MeKechnie v. Clark (ante, p. 130) we are 
informed that the decision of Farwell, J., that the testator’s shares in 
South African companies were property in the United Kingdom, aud not 
in South Africa, was largely based on the circumstance of the share certifi- 
cates being in London at the death of the testator—a fact which was 
inadvertently omitted from the judgment in our report. 








Mr. George Deedes Warry, K.C., of Shapwick, near Bridgwater, who is 
Recorder of Portsmouth, has, says the Times, in consequence of ill-health, 
resigned his position as one of the deputy-chairmen of the Somerset Court 
of Quarter Sessions. Mr.C E.H. Chadwyck-Healey, K.C., of Porlock, 
who is Chancellor of the dioceses of Bath and Wells, Exeter, and Salisbury, 
has been appointed to succeed him. 

There were no prisoners for trial at the Cambridgeshire Quarter Sessions, 
and the chairman (Mr. E. Snow Fordham) was presented with a pair of 
white gloves. In replying, Mr. Fordham said that jt was a most satisfac- 
tory state of affairs, although not absolutely unique. It was the first 
occasion on record that the magiStrates had decided not to summon jury- 
men, and members of the grand jury and petty jury were thus spared the 
waste of time and money in attending the court. 

At the West London police court on Saturday, William Alexander 
Thomson, solicitor, living at Cambridge-gardens, Notting Hill, was, says 
the Times, brought up in custody on remand before Mr. Horace Smith 
with converting to his own use the sum of £270, which had been entrusted 
to him for payment to Mrs. Rosa Connell, a widow, residing at Portobello- 
road, North Kensington. After evidence had been given, the prisoner was 
_— remanded, the magistrate offering to accept two sureties of £500 
each, 
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Law Societies. 


The Law Society. 


A special general meeting of the members of the society will: be held in 
the hall of the society, on Friday, the 29th of January, at 2 o’clock pre- 
cisely, to consider the subjects hereinafter mentioned. 

The PrestpeNt will present the special prizes awarded to successful 
candidates for the year 1903, and also the prizes for the’ June and 
November Final Examinations, 1903. 

Mr. E. F. Warts will move: ‘‘ That the duration of the annual pro- 
yincial meeting be extended one day, and that such meeting be 
earlier in the year than the month of October.” 

Mr. W. P. W. Purtimore will move: ‘‘ That the society take in for use 
in the hall the following newspapers: (1) The Guardian, (2) The Tablet, (3) 
The Methodist Times, (4) The Jewish Chronicle.”’ 

Mr. W. P. W. Purtiimore will ask: (1) ‘‘How many meetings during 
the past year the Library Committee has held.”” (2) ‘‘ How long the post 
of librarian has been vacant, and whether the Council intends to fill up 


Mr. W. P. W. Pumurmorz will move: ‘‘That in view of the enlarge- 
ment of the library, a special library committee be appointed, consisting of 
an equal number of members of the Council and ordinary members of the 
society, to consider how the library may be improved in the following 
directions: (1) By establishing a circulating library of current law books 
for the benefit of country members; (2) by improving the departments 
relating to Scottish Law, Colonial and American Law.” 

Mr. Cxartes Forp will ask: ‘‘ When the Council will report, as required 
by the following resolution, unanimously adopted at a general meeting of 
the society held on the 25th of April, 1902: ‘That it be referred to the 
Council to consider and report to the next annual meeting as to simplifying, 
by legislative action, the procedure for removing the names of solicitors 


Mr. Cuartes Forp will ask: ‘‘ Whether the Council is supporting the 
proposal of the four Inns of Court for the establishment of a school of 
law ; and if not, why not?” E. W. Wiuramson, Secretary. 
Law Society Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., 

January 12, 1904. 


United Law Society. 


Jan 11.—Mr. J. F. W. Galbraith presided. 
meeting having been read and confirm 





The minutes of the previous 
ed, Mr. Charles Naish was elected 
Debate—Mr. R. C. Nesbitt moved: ‘‘ That the decision of the 
Court of Appeal in the case of the Glamorgan Coal Co. v. South W.les Miners’ 
Federation (72 L. J. K. B. 893) was wrong.”’ 
opposed. The speakers were Messrs. C. H. Kirby, F. O. Clutton, W. F. 
Reeve, J. F. W. Galbraith, and R. H. Martin. The motion was lost by 
seven votes to five. 


Mr. W. 8S. Clayton Greene 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-Jane, London, Mr. Richard W. 
Tweedie in the chair. The other directors present being Sir George Lewis, 
Bart., and Messrs, H. Morten Cotton, A. Davenport, W. Dowson, H. 
Fulton (Salisbury), W. H. Gray, J. R. B. Gregory, H. E. Gribble, Samuel 
Harris (Leicester), Richard Pennington, J P., W. A. Sharpe, R. 8. Taylor, 
Maurice A. Tweedie, aud J.T. Scott (secretary). 
distributed in grants of relief, three new members were admitted to the 
association, and other general business transacted. 


A sum of £425 was 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Council of Legal Education, 


The following are the awards of the council upon the Hilary Exami 
tion held in the Middle Temple-hall on the 15th, 16th, 17th, and 18th o 
L,I. means Lincoln’s Inn; L.T., Inner Temple ; 
Middle Temple ; and G.I., Gray’s Inn :— 


Class I.—R. D. Acton and A. R. Barrand, M.T.; F. T. Dixon, G.I. ; 
L. P. Ebden and G. D. Hardinge-Tyler. I.T.; H. M. Louwrens and 
F. A. W. Lucas, M.T.; A. Mavrogordato, I.T,; J. T. Pratt, M.T.; H. H. 
Schloesser, B. N. Sharga, and E, W. Sheppee, I.T. 

Class If.—B. J. Albery, G. W. Bailey, and R. M. Banks, I.T.; J. E. F. 
Campbell and L. G. R. de Courcy, M,Ti.; W. 38. de Saram, G.I.; C. BR. 
Duerden and J. H. Edgar, M.T.; A. Edgington, C. T. Flower, C. A. 
e, S. P. Grundy, W. G. W. Hastings, and J. C. Hayes, I.T. ; 
Knocker, M.T.; V. Lindemere, I.T.; C. 
J. 8. Mason, and ©. H. ©. Noad, L.I. ; C. O’Do 
G.I.; G. E. Schuster and R. Sutton, L.I. ; E. G. Walker, M.T.; E. F. 
Watermeyer, I.T. 

Class III.—J. E. Balmer, I.T.; J. F.. Banajee, L.I; A. Bose, G.I. ; 
D. F. Brewis, M.T.; R. R. Bugtant, L.I.; Hon. E, %. Cad ; 
M. V. Camacho and M. H. Carter, 

Chatterjee, G.I.; E.G. Mark and F. W. 
H. G. L. Davidson, M.T.; J. 8S. W. 


J.S. Macara-Finnie, 
M.T. ; C. Rooney, 


T.; A. Chapple, I.T.; R. K. 
Clark, M.T.; W. 8. i 





K. K, Dalai, [.T. ; 





Donkin, A. H. Droop, H. E. Drummond-Lloyd, and J. Duncan, I.T.; 
F.. J. Egerton-Warburton, L.I.; R. Falcon, I.T.; L. T. Ford, L.L ; 
N. 8. Fouguereaux, and T. A. Gardner, M.T.; W.H. S. Garnett and 
A. C. Gathorne-Hardy, I.T.; A. 8. Gaye, L.I.; C. G. Goschen, and 
. A. Gowers, I.T.; N. N. Gutpa,G.l.; G. de la P. Hi ves and 
. A. Hay, L.T.; H Kwok Cung, L.{. ; A. S. Hurst, M.T, ; T. C. 
hn, G.I. ; D. Jones, L.f.; E, G. Jones, I.T.; C. W. Kendall and R. W. 


me 


max, M.T.; S. Lowenthal and G. Le M. Mander, I.T.; F. J. Mathew, 
L.I.; J..B. Melville, 8. C. Mitra, E. F. W. Moseley, and J. C. M ‘ 
M.T ; Nai Sahad, L.I.; R. H. Nelson, H. O. O’Hagan, S. R. Pandit, and 
J. D. Price, I.T.; C.'f. Reay and T. Richardson, M.T.; J. 8. Sainsbury, 
L.I.; N. C. Sen, G.I.; O. R. Strickland, M.T. ; J. Topham, G.I.; A. M. 
van der Byl, I.T. ; J.G. Willis, M.T.; J. D. Young, I.T. 

The number examined was 126, of whom 98 passed. Five candidates 
postponed until the Trinity examination, 1904. 
ConstitvTionaL Law anxp Lecat History. 


Class I.—No award. 
Class I1.—R. Asquith, J. H. W. Fulton, and S. P. Grundy, I.T.; G. 


Parker, L.I.; S. H. Plumber and T. Richardson, M.T., C. mey and 
V. P. Row, G.I. 

Class II{.—B. J. Albery, I.T.; M. Anwar Ali and G. E. Baillie, L.I. ; 
S. Barton and D. F. Brewis, M.T. ; C. Bridgewater and J. P. Brown-Pobee, 
L.I. ; E. C. Cameron, I.T.; C. W. Carrington, L.I.; P. J. Cooke, M.T.; 
W. V. Cooper, I.T.; W. T. Cuthbért-Gundry and C. E. M. Dillon, M.T. ; 
G. B. Duncan and A. Edgington, I.T.; M.A Fakth, L.I.; J. Galloway, 
W. H.S. Garnett, R. O. Garrett-Pe , C. P. Goodden, C. G. Goschen, 
E. A. Govers, and W. P. Groser, L°'T.; N.N. . W. 
Hastings and A. Hawkyard, I.T:+ Ishrat Husain, L.I.; F. A. Ire- 
monger, J. B. Kerr, and J. G. Keyter, M.T.; H. 8. rag Hae and 
G. Lawrence, I.T.: G. R. MacDowell, M.T.; G. A. A. Mathews, L.I.; 
A. E. L. Maunsell, I.T.; W. W. Melville, L.I.; J.8 ; J.N. 
Mitra, G.I.; K. J. C. Moorsom, &T,.; G. H. Mould and W. F. New- 
berry, G.I.; C. H. C. Noad, L.E.; ©. F. 8. me ; H. O. 
(Hagan, E, A. Parry, and G. H.R. Pauling, I.T.; T. R. Phookum, G.I. ; 
J.C. R. Pohl, M.T.; C. W. B.. Prescott, 1.T.; M.J. Pretorius, M.T. ; 
O. K. Quarde and Hans Raj, L.I:; ©. T. Reay and J. M. A. G. Rousset, 
M.T.; 8. ©. Rowan-Hamilton and'M. C. Samuels, L.I.; J. 
Savary and L. C. Sharma, G.I.; F.|A. Shepstone and T. Simpson 
F. R. Standfast, M.T.; J. E. Tapley, G.t.; N. M. Tarachand, M. 
W. H. Terry, G.I.; G. H. Thomas, W. ap Howel Thomas, G. Tully- 
=, and E. G.' Walker, M.T.-; E. F. Watermeyer, I1.T.: 8. i. 

arif, G.I. mie 

Out of the 104 examined, 78 passed. Five cardidates were postponed 
until the Trinity examination, 1904. 

Evipencg, Procepure, anp Criminat Law. 


Class I.—H. 8. Barker, L.I.; H. Coates, G.I. ; H. G. Lewis, I.T. 
Class II.—J. Abady, M.T.; J. W.S. Armstrong, R. Asquith, and H. L. 
Beazley, LT. ; G. 8. Browne and F. W. Chambers, G.I. ; F. W. Clark, 


aD 





A. : “M1 
A. a rior, cr. C. Rooney, G.I.; J. A. Simpson, E. H. Snell, and 
a ‘T. 
Glass [iL.—V. R. Aronson, I.T.; Don P. Arseculeratne and E. A. C. 
Baker, GI.; R. J. Blackham, M.T.; F. M. S. Bowen, G.I.; W. W. 


Brew, L.I ; F. C. Brown, 1.T.; Mallem Chengalvarayulu-Naidu, L.I. ; 
S. B. Chester, M.T.; D. L. Cohen, D. Cotes-Preedy, and K. K. Dalal, 
. , G.I,; J. L. Denison, L.I.; R. A. Dyott and A. A. 
. A. Evans, M.T.; C. W. Farwell, L.I.; M. I. Finucane 
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Painter, M.T.: Hans Raj, LL; 
n _R. Venables, I... ; D. White, L.I.; 


. = ‘ 
H. T. L. Roberts and B. Ay IE 
Standfast, and G. H. Thomas, M.T. ; G 
T. P. Young. I,T. 
The number examined was 115, of whom 83 passed. Two candidates 
were postponed until the Trinity examination, 1904, 
Frvat. 


Class I. (in order of merit).—A. Andrewes-Uthwatt, G.I., studentship 
- = guineas a year, tenable for,three years ; J. Chadwick, LT., 
of honur. 

Class II. (in order of merit).—R. W. Baxter, L.I.; W. J. L. Ambrose, 
M.T. ; C. 8. Powers, I.T.; G. O. Rankin and L. Solomon, L.I.; W. M. RB. 
Pringle, M.T.; H. G. Maurice, L.I.;'W. C. J. Shortt and T. Richardson, 
M.T.; R. H. Nichols, G.L. ; A. P. Savundrana , 1.T.; R. J. Meller 
and W. J. Wynn, M.T. ; J.C. C. Gatley, I.T.; K. D. Fear, G.I.; H..E. 
Fass and F. Swann, I.T.; H. A. A. Nicholls, L.I. ‘ 

Class IIL.—A. C. Aglionby, I.T. ; R. H. M. B. Atkinson, M.T.; OC. C. 
Barker, L.I.; C. E. W. Bean and H. E. Bellringer, I.T.; T. Bower = 


“- 
re 
rf 
ea 
r 


‘gs. P. Sen, G.I. 


; 


O. M. B. Byles, L.I.; A. W.T. Channell, I.T. ; R. K. Chatterjee and L. 
G. 'W. Davies, M.T.; G. F. 
5 J. W. Drew, LL; 


Cornish, G.I. ; Harnam Das, L.I.; D. 
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I.T.; 8. Ayaz Husain, M.T.; J. T. D. Hutton, P. R. Johnson, and F. 
Kershaw, Lt: Ehtesham A. Khan and Lewis Lewis, M.T.; C. J. S. 
Macara-Finnie, L.I.; G. McL. Marshall and P. T. Marshall, I.T. ; 
X. R. Meyer and 8. OC. Mitra, M.T.; L. L’H. Ogier, C. J. 
Parton, and P. M. P. Percival, L.I.; D. V. Pereira, GI.; W. T. 
Porter and K. E. Poyser, I.T. ; J. V. Rees-Roberts, L.I. ; L. L. Rostron, 
M.T.; A. W. Rymer-Roberts, I.T.; F. K. Sandbach, G.I.; W. J. H. 
Seymour-Leet, M.T.; L. C. Sharma, G.I.; Syed M. Sheriff, M.T. ; Autar 
Singh, L I.; D. G. Sutheriand, A. Taffs, and G. A. Terrill, M.T.; O. W. 
Verner, L.I.; G. H. Williams, H. T. Wright, and J. B. Wroughton, I.T. 
Out of 92 examined 80 passed. 


The Lectures of the Law Society. 


There being apparently some doubt whether the LL. 8. and other lectures 
of the Law Society are open to students not being members of the -legal 
profession, the Principal desires it to be known that all lectures and classes 
may be attended by non-professional students, on payment of the pre- 
scribed fees. 

Attention is called to a special course of three lectures on ‘‘ Mortgages,”’ 
by Mr. C. Mylne Barker, member of the Council of the Law Society, which 
will be delivered on the 27th inst., and two following Wednesdays, at 6 
p.m. There is no fee for this course. 





Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srvupents’ Desatrnc Socrery.—Jan, 12.—Chairman, Mr. H. G. 
Barrett.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That the case of Hambro v. 
Burnand (1903, 2 K. B 399) was wrongly decided.’’ Mr. P. F. Dorte 
opened in the affirmative, Mr. J. E. C. Adams seconded in the affirmative ; 
Mr. J. F. Eales opened in the negative, Mr. W M. Pleadwell seconded in 
the negative. The following members also spoke: Mr. R. P. C. Johnson, 
Mr. W. Hughes, Mr. A. E. Hogan, Mr. H. T. Thomson, and Mr A. P. 
Spanton. The chairman having summed up, the motion was lost by his 
casting vote. Mr. Alfred Dods and Mr. F. H. Stevens, solicitors, have 
been elected to represent the Law Students’ Debating Society on the 
Education Committee of the Law Society. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. F. H. Garpxer Trwpatt, solicitor, of Birmingham, has recently 
been appointed, by the Supreme Court of the Colony of the Cape of Good 
Hope, a Commissioner to Examine Witnesses and Take Affidavits for the 
said court. 

Mr. T. H. Garpryer, solicitor, of the firm of Long & Gardiner, has 
been unanimously elected Clerk to the Coachmakers’ Company, in 
succession to the late Mr. Peter de Lande Long. 

Mr. Harry Tretawnex Eve, K.C., who has been elected Member of 
Parliament for the Ashburton Division of Devonshire, is the only son of 
Mr. Thomas Eve, of Jamaica. He was educated at Exeter Uollege, 
Oxford, where he took the degree of M.A. He was called to the Bar in 
1881, and was made a Queen’s Counsel in 1895, and was elected a bencher 
of Liucoln’s-inn in 1899. He is one of the leaders in Mr. Justice 
Swinfen Eady’s court. 





Information Required. 


Lady Grorcrxa Freperica Locke Campsett (widow of the late Hon. 
Sie Alexander Campbeli, K.C.M.G, Q.C., Lieut.-Governor of Ontario), 
d«ceased, late of the Norfolk Hotel, South Kensington, and formerly of 
Toronto, Ontario.—Solicitors or bankers who have at any time acted for 
the above-named or who may have the custcdy of or any information 
in regard to her will are requested to communicate with Gustavus 
Thompson & Son, Devereux-chambers, Temple, W.C., solicitors. 

Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 

Curistorner Hucu Hersert Canny and Browse Naruanie, O_pnetyve 
Pretrrsonn, solicitors (Candy & Candy), Southampton. Dec. 31. The 
— will in future be carried on by Chnstopher Hugh Herbert 

y- 

Jous Francis Leicu Crary and Epwarp Henry Hicerns, solicitors 
(Clare & Higgins), Liverpool. Dec. 1. The said Edward Henry Higgins 
will continue the business in a with Mr. George Norton, under 
the style or firm of Norton, Clare, & Higgins. 

James Tnorr Hixcxs and Harry Kerrvs, solicitors (Hincks & Keites), 
leicester. Dec. 24. 

Gronce Attarpice Ripprr1, Tuomas Suitu, Cranium Herpeer Rwnve.1, 
and A.rrep Dons, solicitors (Riddell & Co.), 9, John-street, Bedfurd-row, 
London. Dec. 31. As to the said George Allardice Riddell ; Messrs, 
Smith, Rundell, and Dods will continne to practise at the above address 
under the style of Smith, Rundell, & Dods. [ Gazette, Jan. 8, 

Epwaup Lar, Granam James Davis, and Myex Bannerr Leg, solicitors 
(Edward Lee, Davis, & Lee), 1, Gresham-buildings, Basinghall-street, 
London. Dec. 31. The said Graham James Davis and Myer Barnett Lee 


“will continue the business on their own account in co-partnership, 
Lee,”’ 


at the same address, under the style or firm of “‘ Lee, Davis, & 


Le 

Crartes Mrnrepirn, Rowianp Bennerr Sroxes Rozerts, and Troms 
Cuartes Mutts, svlicitors (Meredith, Roberts, & Mills), 8, New-square 
Lincoln’s-inn, London. Jan. 1. So far as regards Rowland Bennett Stokes 
Roberts, who retires from the firm. 

Wim Jackson Perkins and Joun Smyrn, solicitors (Perkins § 
Smyth), Woking. Dec. 31. The said John Smyth will coutiuue t, 
practise at the Public Hall, Woking, as heretofore. 

Water Ecerton CxHANcELLOR, Greorce Sypney Scorr, and Gerarp 
Artutur Riptty, solicitors (Ridley, Chancellor, & Scott), Dartford, 
Dec. 31. The said Walter Egerton Chancellor and Gerald Arthur Ridley 
will continue to carry on the business under the style of Chancellor & 
Ridley. [ Gazette, Jan. 12, 





General. 


Sir Francis Jeune is stated to have returned to London on Wednesday, 
and is expected to res»me his seat on the bench shortly, 

Mr. Justice Wright has been unwell and absent from the courts for a 
few days. Heis expected to resume his seat in court on Monday next, 

At « council of the benchers of Lincoln’s-inn, held on Monday, the 
petition of Miss Christabel H Pankhurst, of Manthester, to be allowed to 
enter as a student of Lincoln’s-inn was refused. 

Mr. Lumley Smith, K.C., one of the judges of the City of London Court, 
has been appointed chairman of quarter sessions for the Western Division 
of the County of Sussex, in the place of Mr. Robert Henry Hurst, Recorder 
of Rye, who has resigned on account of advancing age and bodily infirmity, 
Mr, Lumley Smith is succeeded as deputy-chairman by Mr. J. H. John- 
stone, M.P. Inthe Eastern Division of Sussex Mr. F. A. Inderwick, K.C., 
has been elected deputy-chairman in place of the late Mr. Martineau, the 
county court judge for Sussex. 

The following are the circuits chosen by the judges for the coming 
Summer Assizes: North Wales Cireuit, the Lord Chief Justice; South 
Wales Circuit, Mr. Justice Wills; North-Eastern Circuit, Mr. Justice 
Grantham and Mr. Justice Bucknill; Midland Circuit, Mr. Justice Bruce 
and Mr. Justice Darling; Oxford Circuit, Mr. Justice Lawrance and Mr, 
Justice Channell; Western Circuit, Mr. Justice Ridley and Mr. Justice 
Bigham; South-Eastern Circuit, Mr. Justice Wright and Mr. Justice 
Phillimore ; Northern Circuit, Mr. Justice Walton and Mr. Justice Jelf. 

At the Northamptonshire Quarter Sessions, last week, Col. 8. G. Stopford 
Sackville, M.P., resigned the chairmanship, which he had held since 1892. 
Earl Spencer expressed, on behalf of the court, the regret of the magis- 
trates at the chairman’s decision, and their appreciation of the high quali- 
ties he had exhibited in the discharge of the office. Mr. Christopher Smyth, 
the deputy-chairman, was unanimously appointed chairman, and Sir 
Charles Valentine Knightley was elected deputy-chairman. Both chair- 
man and deputy-chairman are, says the Times, barristers who formerly went 
the Midland Circuit. 

The Universal Congress of lawyers which is to be held in the city of St. 
Louis under the auspices of the company having in charge the Louisiana 
Purchase Exposition, and with the co-operation of the American Bar 
Association, 18, says the Albany Law Journal, attracting considerable atten- 
tion from the legal profession all over the world. The congress is to 
consist of not less than 600 delegates, to be named by the governments of 
the world ; delegates from bar associations of the United States and 
kindred associations of other countries; delegates from law universities, 
named by the constituted authorities thereof: and such eminent judges, 
jurists and lawyers as may be especially appointed as delegates. 

At a special licensing session for the borough of Smethwick, says the 
Times, an application was renewed for transfer of the licence of the 
Gunmakers’ Arms, an ante-1869 beerhouse. Mr. Clulow, representing the 
owners, said that the justices had previously refused the trausfer unless the 
agreement of tenancy secured to the tenant three months’ notice to quit. 
The firm of brewers to whom the house belonged felt strongly that one 
month’s notice was reasonable, and that to be compelled to give three 
months’ might prejudice their interests and the good conduct of the house. 
On the point of law he submitted that the Act of 1902 did not enlarge the 
discretion of the justices with regard to ante-1869 beerhouses. The bench 
sanctioned the substitution of one month’s notice. for three months’, and 
granted the transfer. 

There has been a dead set at the Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act during 
the week. At the Central Criminal Court the recorder said the Act was 
most loosely. drawn up, and although it dipped deeply into the pockets of 
the ratepayers, no one conversant with the criminal law bad been con- 
sulted. The Act would add enormously to the duties of the judges, and 
according to his reading of the Act he could not order the assistance 
asked in cases where prisoners at the police courts said nothing or merely 
reserved their defence. How was he to be satisfied that a man was tov 
poor to engage counsel at this court? The time of the court would be 
largely occupied in such investigations. He could not grant the legal aid 
asked for.—In charging the grand jury at the Middlesex Sessions, Sir 
Ralph Littler said that before the Act any prisoner wus entitled to the 
services of the most able counsel practising at the court before which he 
was brought for the sum of £1 3s. 6d. During‘the last year there were 
248 prisoners indicted at this court, of whom forty-two were acquitted, 
a proportion of nearly seventeen per cent., and the proportion in the 
country as a whole was about the same. The fact seemed to shew that 
prisoners were fairly tricd. Since he first sat as chairman there about 
2,500 had appeared before him, and it was the unanimous opinion of the 
bar that no innocent man had been convicted. In his opinion the Act was 
useless, aud would probably be found to be mischievous as well.— On the 
other hand, Mr. Justice Darling, in charging the grand jury at the Devizes 
Assizes, said that he did not agree with what some persons had said, that 





Hexry Mapvocks, Frepenic Hitts Buows Ocnun, and Cravpy Marntas, 
sli citors (Maddocks & Co.), Coventry. Jan. 2. 





the Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act would do no good, because if a solicitor 
and counsel were instructed who understood their work the result would 
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often be that they would point out to the prisoner that he had no defence, 
and he would therefore plead guilty, and only a speech would be made in 
mitigation of sentence. 


We have received from Mr. R. D. Yelverton a long letter on the case of 
Mr. George Edalji, the young Birmingham solicitor who was convicted at 
the Staffordshire Sessions of the offence of maiming a pony, and was 
sentenced to seven years’ penal servitude. Mr. Yelverton says that since 
the trial at Stafford twelve statutory declarations have been filed which 
establish that Mr. Edalji was within doors at the vicarage (his father’s 
house) from 9.30 p.m. on the night of the 17th of August until the 
following morning at 8. The veterinary surgeon called in by the police 
to examine the pony fixed the time of the alleged outrage as between 1.30 
and 7.30a.m. The statutory declarations also, says Mr. Yelverton, estab- 
lish that the stains on the prisoner’s old house coat which were relied on 
by the prosecution were those of milk and cocoa, and that, although the 
coat was carefully examined in the presence of the police on the morning 
of the alleged outrage by the Rev. S. Edalji (vicar of Wyrley), Mrs. 
Edalji, Miss Edalji (the prisoner’s sister), and Vora Earp (the servant), no 
horse hairs were found upon it; and that, although Mr., Mrs., and Miss 
Edalji admittedly drew the attention of the officers to the absence of hairs, 
the police took no steps to obtain independent evidence, and it was not 
until twelve hours had elapsed after its removal from the vicarage that it 
was shewn by the police to the police surgeon. The statutory declarations 
also, adds Mr. Yelverton, establish that the evidence of the footprint 
was erroneous, inasmuch as many persons, both ordinary passengers along 
the footpath and persons attracted to the spot by the news of the maiming, 
had passed over the place before the police got there with the boot in 
question ; and that it is now established by veterinary evidence that the 
erime was not committed by a razor, as was alleged at the trial. Mr. 
Yelverton says that memorials for remission of the sentence have received 
between 9,000 and 10,000 signatures from all classes of persons (amongst 
whom are at least 400 solicitors, some of them Mr. Edalji’s professional 
ne.ghbours at Birmingham), and that Mr. Gray Hill (the President of the 
Law Society) has contributed £5 towards the costs of an inquiry. q 
Yelverton appeals for contributions towards the expense of printing the 
correspondence, the evidence, and the statutory declarations for considera- 
tion in Parliament should the Home Secretary not interfere beforehand. 
Sums of one shilling upwards will be accepted, the small amounts being 
sent to Mr. Yelverton direct, or larger amounts can be paid into the fund 
in his name at Messrs. Childs, the Fleet-street bankers. 


: | 
The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 
Jan. 20.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrretp, at the Mart, at 2:—Well-lighted Burinees | 


Premises, No. 42, Finsbury-square; letat £770 perannum. Solicitors, rs. Fowler | 
& Co., London —A Profit Rental of £90 per annum, arising out of Shop and Premises, | 
No. 17, Duke-street, Piccadilly; held for 16 years at £160 annum, and under- | 
leased for whole term at £25) per annum. Solicitors, T. W. Henry, Esq., London. | 

Jan, 21.—Messrs. H. E. Fostrr & Crayriecp, at the Mart, at 2:— } 
REVERSIONS : } 

To One-eighth of Leasehold Premises at Fulham, estimated to produce | 
£574 3s. 10d. per annum ; lady 59. 
Receivable on the decease of the survivor of 56 and 58, toa sum of £800 Bank of 
Bengal shares. } 
Lady aged 65, to a moiety of Freeholds at Conway, producing £91 17s. per annum. | 
Gentleman aged 52, to a moiety of Freehold Premises, of £114 14s. per annum. } 
oe 77, toa moiety of Freeholds at Folkestone, £127 per annum, and £130 | 
| 
| 











Solicitors, Messrs. Parkes & Browne, London. 
POLICIES for £2,300, £2,000, £1,100. Solicitors. Messrs Hickson & Moir, London. | 
POLICIES on the life of William Henry Miles Booty, aged 57: £3,000, £1,000, £1,000, 
£1,000, £500, £500. Solicitors, Messrs. Knapp-Fisher & Sons, London. 
(See advertisements, this week, p iv.) 

Jan, 21. - Messrs. Tro.iopr, at the Mart, at 2:—53. Prince’s-gate and 69, Prince’s-mews ; | 
the handsome Town Mansion of the late Lady Henry Gordon Lennox. Solicitors, | 
Messrs. Mackenzie, Robertwon, & Co., Glasgow, and Messrs. Lydall & Sons, London. | 
(See advertisement, this week, p. iv.) | 


Results of Sales, | 


Messrs. Trottore have Sold by Private Treaty 40, ve-square and Stables, con- 
sequently it will not be included in their auction on 2iet January next. The sale of 27, 
Grosvenor-square and Stabies, W., is postponed from 2lst Jan to 18th ayy 
2o'elock. The amal tion of Messrs. George Trollope & Sons Messrs. Colls & Sons 
(Limited), Builders, does not affect Messrs. Trollope’s te Agency business, which will | 
be carried on by the same partners at the same offices as heretofore. 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or Rearsrrars tx ATTENDANCE ON 






Date Emercency <Appsat Covrt Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
¢ Rora. No. 2. KExkewica. Byrrve. 
Monday, Jan............ 18 Mr. Greswell Mr. Godfrey Mr. Carrington Mr. Theed 
Welwesii < Oo fom Godire Carrington Th ot 
20 ‘armer y 
eee 3 2 — a — 
D. covee ° ° a } 
Ps Theed R. Leach Beal W. Leach 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
- FARWELL. Buck.ey. Joyor. Swinren Eapy. 
Monday, Jan..,.......000 18 Mr. King Mr. Church Mr, Jackson Mr. Beal 
ON Re || Farmer Greswell Pemberton on 
ing Church Jackson R. 
Farmer Greswell Pemberton Godfrey 


King Church Jackson Pemberton 
Farmer Greswell Pemberton Jackson 


High Court of Justice——King’s Bench 
Hiwary Sirrres, 1904. 
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Winding-up Notices. 
London Gaszette.—Fuivay, Jan. 8. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lawrep my CHancery. 


> Awp BusuRNAN Enperaic Caretaer Co (1908) Lawerne—Creditors are required, on or” 
Crry Anp Susunnan Et ( — om 


before Feb 17, to send their 


Dames addresses, particulars of 
claime, to William Barclay Peat, 3, Lothbury Norton & Co, solors to the I 
Conpexsev Eao Syxproate, Lriarep—Creditors are required, on or de 


their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, 
Laker, 85, Tooley st 
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Corovet Streausuip Co, Liaitzp (1x Liqurpation)—Creditors are required, on or before 

Feb 17,to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 

James Walton, Howard chmbrs, Howard st, North Shields. Cooper & Goodger, 
Newcastle upon Tyne, solors for liquidator 

C. 8. Swan & Hunter, Limitrp —Creditors are required, on or before Feb 29, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Edward 
Thirlaway, Wal!send Shipyard, Wallsend on Tyne 

Disrarsotine Kitcarexs, Limitep—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 4, directed to be 
heard Jan 19 Coburn & Wn, 109, Victoria st, Westminster, solors to petner Notice of 
appearing mu+t reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 15 

Hampven Enewisn, Limirev—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 10, to send their 
names an? addresses. and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Albert Edward 
Tilley, 8, Staple inn, Holborn. Harrison & Davies, Bedford row, solors for liquidator 

Howeate Brorsens, Litirep—Petn for winding up. presented Dec 23, directed to be 

at the Court House, Bank Parade, Burnley, Jan 21, at 12. Waddington, Grim- 
shaw st, Buroley, solor for the netners. Notice of appearing must reach the above- 
named not later than 6 o'clock in the evening of Jan 20 : 

Irato Swiss Co-orgrative Bakery Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Feb 8, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
James Banjamin Reeves, 3, Church ct, Old Jewry. Mossop & Rolfe, Cannon st, solors 
for liquidator 

Lepeer & Co, Linitzp—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 8, directed to be heard at the 
Court House, Pridry st, Dudley, Jan 19, at 10.30. Armstrong, Bank bldgs, Bridge st, 
Walsall, solor for the petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not 
later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Jan 16 

Mencrer’s Patents, Linitep—Creditors are required. on or before Feb 7, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars ef their debts or claims, to Maunsell Mercier, 
252, Chapel st, Palford. Pear.on, Manchester, solor for liquidator 

Porptar AND Bromigy Perseverance Liceysep VicTUALLERS Co-OPERATIVE SocIETY, 
Lim1tep—Petn for winding uo, presented Jan 5, directed to be heard Jan 19. Blair & 
Girling, Wool Exchange, Basinghall st, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Jan 18 

8. W. Srrincre, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 4, directed to be heard at 
County Court Hall, Bank st, Sheffield, Jan 28, at 2 o'clock. Maddison & Co, Old 
Jewry, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later 

than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 27 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep 1x CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, JAN. 12. 

AuieviaL Gotp Trust, Loutep (1x Votuntary Liquipation)—Creditors are required. on 
or before Feb 12, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Charles Fredcrick Roseby, 21, Gt Winchester st 

CamBripGe THEATRE or VARIETIES, LimiteD (Iv VotunTary Liqurpatioy)—Creditors are 
required, on or before Feb 13, to send their names and addresses. and the particulars of 
their debte or claims, to William Rebert Taylor Carr, 16 Eastcheap 

ConnwaLt Wesievan Metunopist Senoot Association, Limtrep—Creditors are required, 
on or betore Feb 12, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Charles Bryant, Chapel st, Camborne. Daniell & Thomas, Camborne, 
solor to liquidator 

Frexcn Nove.ty Co, Linirep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 20, to send their 
names and addresses, ‘and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Walter Gath, 
Prudential bldgs, Queen st, Nottingham. 

Jonuxn Wuitwortu & Sons (In Votustary Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Jan 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to James Henry Lord, Bank bldgs, Bacup. March & Co, Rochdale, solors for 
liquidator 

Josgrn Maxse.t, Linitzep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 16, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas W Wood- 
“house, 7, Red Lion sq 








Death. 


Harr.—On the 8th inst., at his residence, No. 77, Upper Richmond-road, Putney, 
William Hart, for upwards of forty-five years with Messrs. Burton, Yeates, & Hart, in his 
sixty-eighth year. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Dec. 25. 
Correre1t, Marcanet, Montgomery Jan 20 Thorneycroft v Davies, Farwell, J Willis, 
Chancery In 
Fow rer, Georce, Liverpoo), Provision Merchant Jan 25 Trouton v Fowler, Registrar, 
many Harley, Liverpool 
Hawkins, Caristorare Stuart, Hayfield, Devon Jan 25 Hawkins vy Hawkins, Swinfen 
Eady, J Oliver, Abchurch In 
Joxzs, Joux, Sunnyhill, Liansawel, Carmarthen, Farmer Jan 31 Jones v Jones, 
ekewich and Joyce, JJ Williams, Llandilo 
Puen, Mavnice. Bishop’s Castle, Salop, Farmer Jan 27 Cotton v Pugh, Kekewich, J 
Griffiths, Bishop's Castle 
London Gazette.—Tuespay, Dec. 29. 


Harris, Henry, Holloway. Licensed Victualler Jan 20 Harris y Graham, Byrne and 
Buckley, JJ Mason, Finsbury 

Siursox, Wintiam A:rnen, Liverpool, Stevedore Jan 29 Cartmell vy Salts, Registrar, 
Liverpool Milne, Kendal 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Fuipay, Jan. 1. 


ene James, Barnt Greep, Worcester, Ironfounder Feh22 Pinsent & Cu, Birming- 


am 
Bisnor, Wi111a% Ronezt, Ealing Feb8 (Glenn. Ealing 
Buiackett, Cuara Buancuz Harnett, Dover Jan31 Long & Gardiner, Lincoln's inn 


fields 
Bort, Juris, Birmingham, Bedstead Manufacturer Feb1 Jagger. Birmingham 
Brooxssayk, Antuvun, Middleton on the Wolds, Yorks Jan3i Gibbons & 4rkle, Bir- 


Burgow, Wi111Am, Meare, Somerset. Farmer Jan 29 Baker & Co, Weston super Mare 

Cuasz, Rev Temrte Hamittox, Clevedon, Somerset Feb 13 Langworthy, Bristol 

Conszy, Reoixatp, Margate Jan18 Helder & Co, Clement’s inn, Strand 

Davies, Mary, Leonard p), Kensington Feb 20 Davidson & Morriss. Queen Victoria st 
wDAS, Unsuia, Gloucester st, Belgrave sy Keb 29 Richardson & Sadler, Golden sq 

Fa, Gronce Roel Kenpawt, Pall Mali March 25 Cunliffes & Davenport, 


Hiceins, Atrrep, King st, Portman sq Feb 13 Parson & Co, Lime st 

Hoeaes, WituiaM Ricketts, Ryde, [of W Jan28 Vincent, Ryde 

Hueman, une 2 ALTER, Hertford Heath, nr Heriford, Fly Proprietor Jan 31 Sponge 
e 

Tsaacson, Ropores Ernest Woorror, Upper Richmondrd Feb1 Yates, Bedford my 

KeicHiey, JEMEKIAH, Harrogate,Surgeon Feb1 Rhodes, Bradford 

Kwicat, Sir Herpert Srantey Oaketzey, Dover Jan28 EW & V Knocker, Dover 

eager zoo Wiiiam, Huddersfield, Cab Proprietor Feb1 Armitage & Co, Hudde, 

e! 


ManxELow, Georot, Hadlow, Kent, Farmer Feb1 Freer & Brown. Tonbridge 
Mansnatt, Tuomas Harrison, Rawdon, nor Leeds, Surgeon Jan 31 Ratcliffe & Dy. 
rance, Bradford 

Norman, Epwin Gerorce, Shepherd’s Bush, Shoe Maker Jan 29 Baker & Francis, 
Marylebone rd 

O.puam, Cuaries, Hyde, Chester March 31 T& A L Brownson, Hyde 

Ristey, Hotrorp Corton, Deddington, Oxfora Feb10 Upton & Co, Austin Friars 
Sournge, Pearce, Brighton Febi19 Williams, Brighton . 

Srrro, Samvet, Marloes rd, Kensington Feb 20 Joseph & Hyam. Finsbury pymt 
Sranpiey, Evizasera, Aston, Warwick Feb1 Cottre)l & Son, Birmingham 

SroaKes, Jonny, Dai , Shettield, Railway Carriage Finisher Feb 1 Smith & Co, Sheffiey 
Witson, Jang, Windsor Jan3i Wild & Co, Fenchurch st 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Jan. 5, 


Baryes, Josera Davin, Lewes Feb24 Williams, Brighton 

Besnett, Ricuarp, Redditch, Worcester, Manufacturer Feb12 Tunbridge, Redditch 

BrooxLesank, Richard Moos, Gt Malvern, Worcester Feb 12 Toulmin & Co, Liverpool 

Coreg, Sasxam, Ackworth, Yorks Feb13 Scholefield & Scholefield, Hemsworth, » 
‘a 


ton, 'T: ia, Farmer Jan 31 Blyth & ( 





CuambBers, W1L.14M, Invermay, nr L 
Gresham House 

CockeRILL, Jonny, Pimlico Febi12 Yeilding & Co, Vincent sq, Westminster 

Crook, HELEN, Feb 15 Le Voi, Old Broad st 

Daz, Turresa, Follifoot, nr Harrogate Feb1 Gardner & Sons, Rugeley 

Donovan, Joun, Southsea, Hants Fep6 Allen, Portsmouth 

E.uexseck. Samurt Hatiows, Prestwich, Lancs, Drysalter Feb 2 Styler & &, 


Manchester 7 
—, Cuartes Grecory, St Leonard’s on Sea Jan 31 Phillips & Cheesmap, 


as 

Gites, Mary Janz, Newton Abbot, Devon, Furniture Dealer Feb 14 Baker & (, 
Newton Abbot, Devon : 

GREENHALGH, Emma, Birkdale, Lancs Feb 6 Worden & Ashington, Southport 

Hau, Epwarp. Tonge, within Middleton, Labourer Jan 30 Hall & Ritchie, Middleton 

Hammersiey, Epwin Joun, Hanley Feb 29 Challinors, Hanle 

Hamuonp, Rosert Wiiiiam, Lee, Kent Jan 31 Foy, Bush In House 

Harper, Epwarp, Marylebone, Solicitor Jan30 H r & Battcock, Rood In 

Hunter, Acyes Macmituan, Bath Feb25 Rooke & onald, Bath 

Irse.., Rosert, Chester March1 Birch & Co, Chester 

Kaicut, Ann, Seaton, Devon Feb6 Dunning & Co, Honiton 

LewiyaTon, Artuur Lorp, Ardingly College, nr Hayward’s Heath Feb 10 Sharp &(, 
Southampton é 

LirtLewoop, Cuar.es Serrimus, Westbury, Wilts Feb12 Toulmin & Co, Liverpool 

Moppert. AtrsEp, Brighton Feb t4 Boxall ¢ Kempe, Brighton 

Nicuot, Isapetia, Whitburn, Durham Feb4 Webb, Morpeth 

Reynoups, Tuomas, Moseley, Worcester Feb6 Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 

Risutoy, James Moruey, Blackburn Jan 23 Radcliffes & Higginson, Blackburn 

Rust, Emury Mary, Mile End New Town Feb9 Potter & Uo, King st, Cheapside 

Simvson. Josern, Walsall March1 Bill, Walsall 

SLEDvEN, JANE AsruLL, Southport Feb12 ‘Toulmin & Co, Liverpool 

Srevenson, Mary Jang, Ucktield Feb 27 oods & Co, Brighton 

Tuorr, Henry, Aylesbury, Bucks Feb 1 Horwood & James, Aylesbury 

Timms, Hannan, Stratford upon Avon Feb 25 Siatier & Co, Stratford upon Avon 

Taimmer, Ropert Georce, Farnham Feb 22 Potter & Crundwell, Farnham 

WALtron, Exizavetu Arcuer, Southport March 1 Abbot & Co, Bristol 

Witcox, Waren, Nailsea, Somerset, Farmer Feb 16 Onslow & Co, Bristol 

W11.1G00s8z, Any, Southport Feb 4 Tyrer & Co, Liverpool 


London Gazette.—Frivay, Jan. 8. 


Autwatt, CHagies Francis, Cheltenham Feb10 Sandford, Shrewsbury 

Ber, Witu1am Jervveny, Southampton Feb 20 Paris & Co, Southampton 

eens, 2a Tromas, Raynes Park, Surrey, Actor Feb 14 Marsh & Co, Essex *, 
tran 


Bissy, Josern, Muncaster, Cumberland Feb11 Butler & Son, Broughton in Furness | 
BuiakeLock, Bensamin, Burnley, Hardware Dealer Jan12 Wiles & Thompson, Rochdae 
Bopy, WitLi1Am, Wrington, Somerset, Yeoman Feb 10 Light, Bristol 
Bevuyev, Henry Maac, Abingdon st, Westminster April6 Park & Co, Essex st. Strand 
CasTELow, Aspranam Buckuiey, Leeds, General Dealer Feb8 Bowling & Sons, Leeds 
Cow1n, James, Freshfield, Lancs Feb3 Richman, Liverpool 
Cupworth, Joun Witt14m, Mount Preston, Leeds Jan29 Bond & Co, Leeds 
Davies, Toomas Heyxny, Odibam Close, nr Winchfield, Hants Jan18 Beaumont & &m, 
Gt Winchester st > i 
eee, Many Isapxts.s, Chester st, Grosvenor pl Jan 31 Grover & Co, King’s Bench 
» emp 
Freesrace, Rosxrt Tarver, Victoria, Australia Feb 20 Sladen & Wing, De'ahay #, 
estminster 
Fietcuer, Freperick Eryest, Bangalore, India Feb 3 Speechly & Co, New % 
Lincoln’s inn 
Geer, Eviza, Guildford Jan 21 Smalipeice « Co, Guildford 
Harman, Jessu, Bognor, Sussex, Labourer Feb Staffurth, Bognor 
Hay, Mauiannex Louisa, Cheltenham Febi1 Bubb « Co, Cheltenham 
Inwanp, Gzorge Henry, Dovercourt, Essex, Licensed Victualler Feb 1 Sutthery, 
Chelmsford 
Jounson, Peter, Flookburgh, Cartmel, Lancs Feb13 Fawcett & Unsworth, Caroforth 
pane | snk, Portsmouth, Rockingham, USA, Brewer Keb8 Turner & Sons, | 
st 
Juspper, Mary Axn. Gloucester Feb 29 Emmet & Co, Bloomsbury sy 
Kemp, Evizaneru, Mmdstone Feb 22 Ellis, Maidstone 
Lavineton, Ann, Ealing Feb15 Dibben, Wimbourne 4 
Lewix, Srancer Roserr, Southampton st, Strand, Solicitor Feb 22 Lewin & (o, 
Soutt ampton st, Strand ‘ : 
Mox as, Sawn? Wi son, Ismailiah Quarter, Cairo, Egypt April 6 Firth & 0, 
ery In 
Pace, Carouine Szirx, Malvern, Worcester Jan 23 Winterbotham & Sons, Stroud 
Pevuiett, James, Petworth, Sussex, Farmer Jan 30 Pitfield, Petworth, Sussex 
Piceort, Exiza Emity, Beckenham Feb 14 Danby & @o, Cornhill 
Purwe it, Mary Janz, Hillsley. Glos Veb10 Barry & Harris, Bristol 
Ropwe i, CATHERINE, Mendlesham, Suffolk Feb6 Bankes & Co. Stowmarket 
Scanne.y, Katz, Southcourt, Bucks Feb15 Read, Leighton Buzzard 
Simpson, Marmavuke, Eastbourne, Underwriter Feb 6 intle, Mastbourne 
Sinciain, Anni, Lower Ince, nr Wigan Feb14 France, Wigan 
Sr, Joun, Sheffield, Brewer Feb9 Smith & Co, Sheflield 
TAYLOK, ALGERNON. Bovey Tracey, Devon Feb1 Hacker & Co, Newton Abbott 
Trorrer, Many Louisa, Bournemouth Feb6 Fox & Oo, Victoria st, Westmiaster 
Twiney, James Ganviner, Fulham Febi13 Payne & Son, (‘hancery in 
Waren, AL¥rep Git, Sheffield, Iron Turner Feb9 Smith & Co, Sheffield 
Waker, Joszen, Keswick, Cumberland Feb 2 Clark, Broughton in Furness 
Wi, Evves, : by. Feb 12 eng Perry, Nottingham 
Witiiams, Sauver, Wigan Febi4 France, Wi 





Chancery 
Farrn, Cuar.rs, Sheffield, Innkeeper Feb1 Smith & Co, Sheffield 
Hayzs, Joux, West Houghton, Lancs Janié Rowe, — 
Batu, Jaye, North Tawton, Devon, Grocer Jan30 Fulford, North Tawton 





Wit.ison, Joun Joseru, High Wray, Haw Lancs, Leathcr Manufacturer Feb 
Ford & Warren, Veni i 


Wi rsuire, Auy Sanan, Bath March 8 Chesterman, Bath 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Tuxrspay, Jan. 5. 
ADJUDIGATIONS. 


Autas, Bicuanp Kennera, Hereford, Coal Factor Hereford 
Pet Nov20 Ord Jan 1 
ALLEN, wane, Bridgend, Coal Merchant Cardiff Pet 
1 an t 
pe yt Boer. Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet 


1 i 
RE oj Henry, —_— Beer Retailer High Court Pet 
Nov 28 Ord Dee 


Barros, CHARLES ll Hendon, Builder Barnet 
Pet Dec 24 Ord Dec 31 

Barsoy, ALFaeD Day, Luton, Builder Luton Pet Dec 4 
Ord Jan 2 

ALBERT 


AMY 

Baupbicester Pet Dec 81 Ord Dec 

BiacnRoucH, JAMES, Kidderminster, bp Smeneon Agent 
Kiddermmster Pet Jani Ord J 

Buaxey, WILLIAM — Bradford, “publican Bradford 
Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 3 

Boxp, Hexry Caarces, ann Atrrep Ervest Bonp. Swin- 

Jewellers Swindon Pet Decl8 Ord Jan 1 

BramaaM, CATHERING Frances, North Quay. Worcester, 

a Victualler Worcester Pet Dec 30 Ord 


Oldham Pet Dec 


Arraur, Laman, Grocer 


Dev 30 
Browy, GrorcE, ™ Undertaker 
$1 Ord Dec 


Bor.es. ans ; Ee Fulham rd, Furniture Dealer 
High Court Pet Dec3 Ord Jan1 


Borer, Witttam Josera, Southwell, Notts, Plumber | 


Nottiogham Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 31 

Qgessey, Pet«r Kerr, Bradford, Accountant Bradford 
Nov 24 Ord Jan1 

Davies, Davin, Poniottyn, Glam, Builder Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet Dee 31 Ord Dec 81 

Eyctaxp, CHARLES Henry, Leeds Leeds Pet Dec 31 Ord | 
Dec 31 


og a Hersert, Leeds Leeds Pet Dec 30 Ord | 

ec 30 

Gesaan, Feaue, Bristol, Baker Bristol Pet Dec 15 Ord 
Dec 3 


GamstEp, Gzorcr, Bristol, Fried Fish Dealer Bristol 
Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 31 

Grorz, Mary Exizasetn, Hampton Hill 
Surrey Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 31 

fm, znky, Nottingham, Builder Nottingham Pet 

ec 31 Ord Dec 31 

mu 4 Dickens, and Atsert Dickens Hatt, 
a, Auctioneers High Court Pet Dec23 Ord 
an 

Laxeton, Tuomas Joux, HM Prison, pean Scrubbs 

h Court Pet Novil Ord Dec3 

Mayy, Cimuray, Bradford, Fish tae Bradford Pet 
Jan1 Ord Jan 1 

Marcows«1, Max, Sisbeoth In, Merchant High Court 
Pet Oct 8 Ord Dec 3 

Marspsn. Taomas, Blackburn, A a Manufacturer 
Blackburn Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 38 

Marrarws, Frevexicx, jun New Broad st, Leather 
Merchant High Court Pet D216 Ord Jan 1 

Mew, Rosert Hayses, Hassocks, Sussex, Contractor 
Brighton Pet Vec3 Ord Dae 31 

Neweu., Wittt1am Jon, Liverpool, Hay Dealer Liverpool 
Pet Dec 17 Ord Jan 2 

ParisH, -ALBERT Epwarp, Aston, Birmingham, Hosier 
Birmmgham Pet Decl10 Ord Jan 2 

Pertirox, Stepaen Henry, Ponypool, 


Kingston, 


Mon, — Fur- 
nisher Newport,Mon Pet Dee 24 Ord Dec 3 

Rionpay, TimoTay _ Brixton High Court Pet 
Nov2 Ord Dec 3 


| Smmvert, en & ema Lowestoft 


Ropois, WILLIAM Lg oy] Peskham, Printer High Court 
Pet Nov3 Ord Dec 31 
Rurueerorp, Caagtes WiLL1Am, New cut, Lambeth, Fish- 
High Court Pet Decll Ord Jant 
Gt Yarmouth Pet 


Jan 2 
se om Ricaarp Firrocx, Earlestown, Lancs, Under- 
ec 31 Ord Dec 31 


Warrmgt»n Pet 

a... Geoeaaeea, Pontefract, Slacr Wakefield Pet 
Janl Ord Jani 

Sroveton, the con yee St James’s pl High Court 
Pet June30 Ord Dec 3: 

bee Rn ad Hastings, Builder Hastings Pet Dec3 


—— yy 

et Dec 

Waaeert, ene. Keighley, Yorks, Printer Bradford 
Pet Jan1 Ord Jani 


Gringstre, Hereford, Farmer Worcester 


Dec 30 Ord Dec 


‘ot Jan 1 
WEBSTER, “hae Hamppen Portadown rd, 
Manager High Court bet Sept 30 Ord Dec 24 
Amended notice substituted for that qian in the 
London Gazette of Dec 25 
Ocarke, Heney George, Cambri 
Cambridge Pet Dec2i Ord Dac 22 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
a Horatio Heney Pete, Brighton High Court 
ud Sept 5, 1901 Annul Dec 30, 1903 





London Gazatte.—Faripay, Jan. 8. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BarrineTon, wae 8 Fallowfield, nr Manchester, P..inter 
Manchester Dec 22 Ord Jan 6 
BEAves, Soom, Gt © rianshy, House Furnisher Gt Grimsby 
iB Pet ma Barasey, = a 
ELL, James, Barn«ley, eatrical Manager Court 
Pet Dec 18 Ord Jan5 bes 


| Brows, Receanp, Jouth Shields, Fruiterer Newcastle on 


B F aa 5 or ioe Butcher Ca 

URTON, FrepeRIcK > a! te, Butcher nterb 
Péiat Aine _ 
Cums — Ssarborough Scarborough Pet Jan 6 


Coorrr, Epwarp, vane, Staffs, Horse Dealer Walsall 
Pet Jan4 Ord Jan 

Cop.tey, Freep, Beles, Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet | 
Jan5 Ord Jan 

Doveas, Peacy sox, Marqu we of Qpmareety, Clive- 
den Hi Pet Dec 15 Ord Dee 30 

Durrant, GrouGe, 5 Fishing Boat Owner Gt 
Yarmout Pet Jan4 OrdJan4 


Pet Jan6 Ord Jan6 
Fey. tend as Corsham, Wilts, Butcher Bath 
é 7 Ord ee - 
a ‘afomas, Perry Bar, 1 Nurs on Bir- 
Pet Jané Ord Jan — 
Gant rus, Hues, Higher Teaninere, Cheshire, Builder Bir- 
kenhi PetJané Ord J 
Hankins, Atrrep THomas, Bristol, Builder Bristol Pet 
Jan 4 Ord Jan4 
a ye Doncaster, Draper Sheffield Pet Jan6 Ord 
Hopaes, Sterszen Wranx, Gt Yarmouth Gt Yarmouth 
Pec Jan6 Ord Jan6 
Horrox, Geoace James, Eltham, Kent, Commercial 
Traveller Greenwich Pet Nov 37 Ord Jan 5 
Jacksos, Jonny Waxrers, Lichtleld, Staffs, Music Seller 
Walsall Pet Jan4 Ord Jan4 





Wa ker, Grorce . an Leeds, Florist Leeds Pet 
Warts, —— i empath, Plumber Newport, | 

Mon rd Jan } 
Theatrical | 


, Soto house Keeper | 
| Woopaut, Wititiaw Howarrs, Alderley 


Se, ee 


— -y Harry Titpxscey, Solihull, Warwick Birming- | 


JACKSON, he hee = 


See & 
KiLvinetoy, Jous Middlesbrough, 


Taomas, Labourer 
Pet Jan 5 ea 
Macruerson, Kare, house Keeper Leeds 
Pet Jan 4 Ord Jan 4 


ee ee Fs in Furness Barrow in Farness 
et Jan jan 
—" upon Hull Kingston 
rd Jan4 
. Game Dealer Manchester 
Row.er, Aurrep, Wolverhamp on. Butcher's Manager 
Wolverhampton Pet Jan4. Ord Jan 4 
Saxvys Reep, Kowis Wixpsor, Thurgarton, Norfolk 
Norwich Pet Jan6 Ord Jan 6 
Snmonps, Faspesiok Wi.t1am, Grateley, Hants, Baker 
Sa Pet Jan5 Ord Jan5 
sey Benxsamin, Wolk , Baker 
) et Jand Ord Jan4 
| Stevens, Wittram, W: Chemist High Court Pet 
Jan5 Ord Jan5 
or - } + penn Barrow in Furness Pet Dec 12 
sooner S Gzorcr, Clapham Wandsworth Pet Oct 27 
sa Faaex, D Deptford, Carman Greenwich Pet 
an5 
Waves, Atsert, Dunch a Rugby, Cycle Dealer 
Co’ Pet Jan4 Ord 


Wasp, Watrer, Brixton, F Damuvers Glenna High Court 
Pet Jan4 Ord Jan4 




















Sran.ey, 


Cheshire, 
Builder Ashton under Lyne Pet Jan5 Ord Jan5 


Amaniel notion piptiated, 1 foe Gas pobtished in the 
, Manghester, Financial Agent Manchester 
Dec 15’ Ord Dee 31 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Autes, WILLIAM, ea) Coal Merchant Jan19at12.15 
117, 8t Mary 

ARrMsDEN. ROBERT, a Livenvd Setetiee Jan 16 
at (2 Crypt chmbrs. Eastgate row, Che~ 

Barton, Caaeces Caristopnes, Hendon, Builder Jan 20 
at3 14, Bedford row 

Bet, James, Barnsley, se Manager Jan 19 at 11 


B ptey Carey 
Sow WILLIAM, fBeceles, ‘Suffolk, Draper Jan 18 at 12 
Off Ree, 8, K Norwich 
Brows, ey Shields, Fruiterer Jan 16 at 11.30 
30, Mosley st, Newcastle on < 

CowTay. prmoed Epwarp, Southai, Clerk Jan 20 at 12 
14 Bedford row 

Cute, Taomas Aaron, Cwmpare, Treorky, Grocer Jan 19 
at3 135, High st, M fil 

Daviss, Davin, Pentlottyn, , Builder Jan 20 at 12 
135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Dovetas. Prrcy Sso.rto, Marjuis 
Uhveden pl Jan 20 at 2.30 a ay TT at 

Exvives, Wittiam. Wheailey, or 
Jani9 atiz Of oe, Pagers I, seth 

Frievpine. — Jan mr at 1230- Off 
Ree, 

Goopre.ttow, Francis WILiiam, Leather 
Saat Jan 19atl1 Of Ree Baise "st, North- 


mpton 
H om a Potton, Beds, Lag Janié6at2 Messrs 
" Hallile & Morrison, Solicitors, Mill st, Bedford 
Wiles, Boot Dealer 


mu, Wiusax Tuomas, 
Off Rec, City chmbrs, Endless st, 


n 16 at 12.15 
Salisbury 
Howarp, aa Luton, ig Jan 16 at 11. Chamber 
of Commerce, George st, L’ 











Kixe’s COLLEGE, LONDON. 


LONDON INTERMEDIATE AND FINAL LL.B. AND 
SOLICITORS’ LN’ TSRMEDI 4 ATE EXAMINATIONS. 


Classes for the above are re held at the College in the 
—_ + A fresh course commences for 
e Final LL.B — January 1th, 
Inter. Solicitors’ and Inter. LL. ., January 20th. 
For fall a apply to the Srcarrary, King’s 


College, Ntrand, W. 


Tat COLLEGE, Bream’s- 
buildings, Chancery-lane, E.C. 
5 TERM CO NCES MONDAY, JAN. 4th. 
OTURES ON MERCAN- 
W. BANKRUPTCY and COMPANY LAW, 
LAW, EQUILY, and CONVEYANCING. 
By BEAUMONT MORICE, Esq., LL.B., Barrister-a;- 
Taw, and > Age GREEN, Esq., M.A., B.C. L., LL.B., 
at-Law 
Classes in all Branches, with good Laboratories, 
Cummnertict Subjects, Modern Lang’ , Classics, Litera- 
ture, Political Senay Logic, Psycho ogy. 
Prospectus Free on application. 


R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 
to rae for 2 eee nt by -_ 
EXAMIN ; pa nt by resu 
~Particulars on — personally or by letter, at 93, 
Chancery Lane 


NOLL ITORS’ EXAMINATIONS — Mr. 
THOMAS R. FROST, Solicitor, COACHES Candi- 
dates for the Preliminary, Intermediate, and Final Exami- 
nations, in Class or by Correspondence. —For particulars 
apply Tuomas R. Frost, 38, Chanvery-lane, London. 


AW.—A Public School Man (aged 25; 
Set qtmitted A hie’ 1903) Wants a Junior Conveyance 
General Clerkeh to Somerset House work an 
ht a® ® a Court work; small salary only 
teq) .—J. B, R., 27, Clifton-gardens, Folkestone, 
’ 











SjOLICITOR (28; admitted 1899) Desires 
Managiog Clerkship ; has been nine years, including 
period of articles, with two City firms; coakens in 
Conveyancing and Chancery, with good knowledge of 
Common Law, Company, Probate, and general work ; 
excellent reterences; salary moderate.— Box 573, “ Solicitors’ 
Journal’ Office, 27, ” Chancery-lane, W.c. 





epee CLERK Wanted, in London, 

i peed practical knowledge of Common Law and 

Sheanear some Conveyancing; admitted man pre- 

ferred; salary £130. — Apply, by letter, to A., care of 
Street’ i, 8, Serle-street, W. we. 





ILL CLERK (thoroughly experienced) 
Wanted, in the office of a large firm of Solicitors, 
W.C. district.—Apply, by letter, stating ience and 
salary oe, to 8., care of Mussett & Pedier, 9, Great 
Turnstile, W.C 


ADAME AUBERT’S GOVERNESS and 
SCHOOL AGENCY (Established 1880), 139, 
Regent-street, W.—Resident, Dail: >= Mag Gover- 
oon Lad Professors "and 4 . hers, ary sion, 
perons, Companions, ousekeepers 
Fo: ) introduced for British Isles and. Ab ng Schools 
and Educational Homes recommended. 


REWERY INVESTMENT, £10,000.—An 
opportunity offers for Investing this Capital to ad- 
vantage, with remuneration for persoual services if desired. 
—Address, B., care of Messrs. Jones, Henry, & Co., 
Chartered Accountants, 12, NicholasJlane, Londun, E.C. 











ISHOPSGATE WITHIN.— Three excellent 
- By ye Ottices to Let, £130 per annum ; also Single 
£50 per annum; close to Tareadneedle-street.— 
Soa Marrusws, Matrurws, & Goopman, 35, Bucklers- 
bury, B.C, ‘Telephone 104 Bank, 








O PARENTS and GUARDIANS, A 
held Government et Cotnaien, has a 
Vacancy for an Articied Pupil, who wit have 
te oa hie cone ba for Sea aa 

aan cnuaneeke ot Hines Act 7 Pas ¥. 8, 
Solicitors’ J -lane, 


ee ” Office, 27, Cnancery: 
we 


To Students attending Legal Classes. 
OMFORTABLE APARTMENTS, with or 
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GYPTIAN HALL. ane t 8 eens of 
-, RF Tee a and i Behe the 
‘un, wonder, and novelty, 
pe Pad modern times, enti: led 
avestel ty Heer Valadon. The 


Nevil Maskelyne. 
°S STONE will remain in the pro- 
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Kirx, James Joun, Upton, Norfolk, Draper and Clothier 
Jan 18 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Lone, Ricnarp SrapeEr, ibourn, Cambridge, Farmer 
Jan 16at12 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 

Marairt, Harry, Peterborough, Photographer Jan 22 at 
11.45 The Law Courts, Peterborou: 

Marseau, Henry, Kingston upon Huli Jani6at11 Off 
Rec, Tsin‘ty House In. Hull 

Nort, Harry, Ashton under Lyne, Accountant Jan 18 at 

Off Kec. Byr: m st, Munche-ter 

Owen. Davin, Aberdare, Tailor Jani8at 2 135, High st, 
Merthyr Tyéfil 

Pavut, Frank ‘Tarser, Woodford Green, 
Reporter 

PENNELL, ARTHUR Franois, Earl’s Court, South Kensing- 
ton Jan 18 at 12 Baukruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Pertiror, SterHen Henry, Pontypool, House Furnisher 
Jan 18 at 2.30 Off Rec, Westgate chmbrs, Newport, 

on 

Power, Grorce, Salisbury Jan 16 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
City chmbrs, Endless st, Salisbury 

BRaywortu, ALExAnpER, Conisborough, Grocer Jan 19 at 
11.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sh+ffi-id 

Sranerretp, Tuomas, Charles*own Hill, nr Hebden Bridge, 
Yorks, Builder Jan 18 at 3 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, 
Pres.on 

Sreruens, Ricnarp Fitrockx, Earlestown, Lancs, Under- 
taker Jan18at3 Off Kec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Stevens, Wii11AM, Wanstead, Essex, Chemist Jan 21 at 

_ 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Vixcg, Taomas Jerrery, Chester, Agert 
Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Waiven, Avsert, Dunchurch, nr Rugby, Cycle Dealer 
Jan 18 at 12 Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 

Warp, Cuarirs Grorce, Fulham rd, Contractor Jan 20 
at1l Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey s 

Warp, Wa.tsr, Brixton, Furniture Salesman Jan 21 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Newspaper 


Jan 16 at il 


Court PetDec8 Ord Jan4 

Anperson, CHaries WILLIAM, Queen Victoria st 
Court Pet July 30 Ord Jan5 

ARTHuxks, ALFRED JAMES, and Kicuarp Woop, Windsor, 
Cycle Dealers Windsor Pet Novi1é6 Ord Jan5 

Barvaut, Fueperick, Miranda 1d, Upper Holloway, 
Builder High Court Pet Nov2/ Ord Jan 2 

Barneit, Henry, Hackney rd, Lead Merchant High Court 
Pet Novi13 Ord Jan5 

Beaves. Haxky, Gt Grimsby, House Furnisher Gt Grimsby 
Pet Jan4 Ord Jan4 

Berry, Ernest Epwarp, Devonshire mews, South Wey- 
— st, Jobmaster High Court Pet Dec 16 Ord 

‘an 

Burton, Freperick Jouy, Ramsgate, Butcher Canterbury 
Pet Jan6 Ord Jané6 

Coatszs, WILLIAM, Scarborough Scarborough Pet Jan 6 
Ord Jan 6 


Coorer, Epwarp, Walsall, Horse Dealer Walsall Pet 
Jan4 Ord Jan 4 

Cor.ey, Frep, Eccleshill, Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet 
Jan5 Ord Jan6 


Durrer, Hensry Artaur, New Wandsworth, Blind Manu- 
fa.turer Wandsworth Pet Nov 25 Ord Jan5 

Dorrant, Grorce, Lowestoft, Fishing Boat Owner Gt 
Yarmouth PetJan4 Ord Jan4 

Estwis1.z, Jusepu, Chorlton on Medlock, Stock Broker 
Manchester Pet Nov3 Ord Jau5 

Fry, Caartes Witiiam, Corsham, Wilts, Butcher Bath 
Pet Jan5 Ord Jan 5 

GREENSILL, Taomas, Perry Barr, Staffs, Butcher Birming- 
ham Pet Jan6 Ord Jan 6 

Hitt, Exiza, Doncaster, Draper Sheffield Pet Jan 6 
Ord Jan 6 

Hovces, Sreruex Franx, Gt Yarmouth Gt Yarmouth 
Pet Jsn6 Ord Jan6é 

Horr, Ricnarp Witiram Worry, West Bromwich West 
Bromwich Pet Dec7 Ord Jan 4 

Jacksos, Wares, Shirebrook, Derby, Greengrocer Not- 

ham PetJan5 Ord Jan5 

Kitvinetox, Jonny Tsaomas Middlesbrough, 
Middlesbrough Pct Jan5 Ord Jan5 

Macpuexson, Karr, Leeds, Lodging house Keeper Leeds 
Pet Jan4 Ord Jan4 

Maxtian, James, Barrow in Furness Barrow in Furness 

a Pet Jan4 Ord Jan4 
RSHALL, HENRY, Kingston upon Hull Kingston upon 
Hull PetJan4 Ord Jan4 ” “~ 

Purcuase, Juuy, Poniypool, Bootmaker Newport, Mon 
Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan 4 

Rovrke, Peter, manchester, Fish Dealer Manchester Pet 
Jan4 Ord Jan4 

Row.rey, ALtrrep, Wolverhampton, Butcher’s Manager 
Wolverbampton Pet Jan4 Ord Jan 4 

Simmoxps, Fxepesick Wiiiiam, Grateley Station, Hants, 

er Salisbury PetJun5 Ord Jan5 

Srasizy, Hesry BexJsamin, Wolverhampton. Baker 
Wolverhampton Pet Jan4 Ord Jan 4 

Srevens, Wituiam, Wanstead, Chemist High Court Pet 
Jan5 Ord Jan5 

bier ea Chester, Agent Chester Pet Dec22 Ord 

an 

Watpex, Arsert, Danchurch, nr Rugby, Cycle Dealer 
Coventry Pet Jan4 Ord Jan4 

Woopatr, Wittiam Howaurn, Alderley Edge, Cheshire, 
Builder Ashion under Lyne Pet Jan5 Ord Jan5 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Bower, Emtys, Hucknall under Huthwaite, Notts 
tungbam Adjud Nov 7, 1898 Annul Vee 16, 1903 


Avsrecat, Witiiam Joux, Old Kent rd, Baker High | 


High 


Labourer 


Not- 





Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
SoLicirors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 








inebriety and the Abuse of Drugs. 


PLAS ~ YN ~ DINAS, 

Dinas Mawddwy, Merioneth. 

Gentlemen of the Upper 
Glasses only. 

TERMS: From Srx Guinzas A WEEK. 

Shooting—Well preserved, over 22,000 acres, 

Fishing 24 miles, including trout, servin, and salmon. 


References— . 
Dr. Geo. Savace, 3, Henrietta-street, Cavendish- 





For 


7, w. 
Dr. D. Ferrier, 34, Cavendish-square, W. 


For Prospectus, &c., apply— 
Or. M. WALKER, J.P., 
Plas-yn-Dinas, Dinas Wawddwy. 


Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOME. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c., apply to 
F. 8. D. HOGG, M.R.C.S., &., 
Medical Superintendent. 
Telephone: P.O. 16, RickMANSWoRTH. 


Licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879-99. 


BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT, 
BUNTINGFORO, HERTS. 


For the Treatment of Gentlemen suffering from Inebriety 
and Abuse of Drugs. In a most healthy, picturesque, and 
secluded part of the country, 1} hours from Live -street, 
about 400 feet above sea-level; 10$ acres of grounds. 
Heated by hot-water apparatus. Electric light throughout. 
Healthy employment and recreation. Workshops, Poultry 
Farm, Gardening, Cricket, Tennis, Golf, Library, Music, 
Billiards, Dark Room for Photography, &c. Patients may 
enter under the Acts or privately. Terms: 1}-3 Guineas. 
Electric Light and Heat Baths, &e.—Apply to 

ResipeNT MepDICcAL SUPERINTENDENT Or SECRETARY. 











INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A., 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc. 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience. Excellent 
Legal and Medical References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 

TeLeGRAPuic Appress: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 

ENERAL REVERSIONARY AND 
INVESTMENT COMPANY, LIMITED, 

No. 26 PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 
(Removep rrom 5 WHITEHALL.) 
Established 1836, and further empowered by Special Act of 
Parliament, 14 & 15 Vict. c. 130. 

Share and Debenture Capital £619,870. 

Reversions Purchased on favourable terms. Loans on 
Reversions made either at annual interest or for deferred | 
charges. Policies Purchased. | 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 











FOR TREATMENT OF INGBRIGTY AND 
ABUSK OF DRUGS. 


MABIE HOUSE 


Near DUMFRIES, SCOTLAND. 
FOR LADIES ONLY. 


Mepicat ATTENDANT: 
J. BROWNLEE SHAW, M.B., C.M. (Edin,), 
For Terms, &c., apply, 
Mrs. CORNER, Mabie House, Dumfries, 


Telegraphic Address—*‘ REIT, DUMFRIES.” 








Telephone: 602 Holbora, 


EDE, SON, AND RAVENSCROFT, 


ESTABLISHED 1689, 


COURT 
TAILORS, 





BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENTS 
To H.M. THE KING and H.M. THE QUEEN, 
Robe Makers to the Lord Chancellor and Judges, 
ROBES FOR KING’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
COURT SUITS IN CLOTH AND VELVET. 
Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
Clerks of the Peace, and Coroners. 
CORPORATION AND UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 


cm 4° 
BY Cire AUTHORITY 











Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
ortest notice. 
The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use, 
SuHarE CERTIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and 
printed. Orriciat Szaxs designed and executed. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


NOW READY, SECOND EDITION. PRICE 5s. 


A Practieal Handbook to the Companies Acts. 
By Francis J. Green, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, 








ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION. 


Baker-street Station. 





(EstaBLisHEeD 1828), 
Purchase Reversionary Interests in Real and Personul 
Property, and Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities. | 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 

10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 

ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be Uapitalized, 
Cc. H. CLA ON, Joint 
¥. H. CLAYTON, ! Secretaries. 


(9th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, 


ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, E.C. 
Assets -« « «# £158,000. 








CHAIRMAN : 
Sin HENRY WALDEMAR LAWRENCE, Barr., J.P., 
2, Mitre-court-buildings, Temple, E.C. 

Prompt and Liberal Advances to Purchase, Build, 
[mprove Freehold, Leasehold, or Copyhold Property. 

Borrowers Interest 4 per cent. Monthly re ents, 
which include Principal, Premium, and Inte ‘or each 
£100 : 10 years, £1 1s. 1d.; 12 years, 18s. 4d.; 15 years, 15s. 6d., 
18 years, 14s. 2d.; 21 years, 12s. 11d. Survey Fee to £500, 


half-a-guinea. 
Prospectus freeof FREDERIOK LONG, Manager. 








Up-to-date Additions and Attractions. 
MAGNIFICENT TABLEAUX, representing 
THE BABES IN THE WOOD aud CINDERELLA, 
and Naval, Military, and oth-r Historical Events. 
OLD FALCHER XMAS and the MONSTER LUCKY TUB. 
100,000 Free Dips. Prizes to all Children 
MADAME TUSSAUD'S ROUMANIAN BAND. 
Delightful Music all day. Afternoon Teas. 
Special Quartette in 'Tea Room. 
Admission, 1s.; Children under 12, 6d. Extra Rooms, 64. 
MADAME TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION. 








iS. FISHER, 188, Strand 
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